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Abstract 
During ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠthirty ﾠyears, ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbecome ﾠincreasingly ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠcontext ﾠwithin ﾠwhich ﾠit ﾠis ﾠpracticed. ﾠTheoretical ﾠadvances ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
discipline ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠpressure ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠ
have ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠdevelopment. ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology, ﾠsince ﾠits ﾠbeginning, ﾠ
based ﾠon ﾠacademic ﾠelitism ﾠof ﾠforeign ﾠscholars ﾠand ﾠschools ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠ
on ﾠthe ﾠnewly-ﾭ‐‑founded ﾠstate’s ﾠ(1830) ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbuild ﾠa ﾠnational ﾠidentity, ﾠhas ﾠbarely ﾠ
followed ﾠthis ﾠpath ﾠof ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑awareness ﾠand ﾠsocial ﾠreciprocity ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠbecome ﾠless ﾠ
relevant ﾠto ﾠboth ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠof ﾠGreece. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠ thesis ﾠ investigates ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
people ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠits ﾠdevelopment ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate. ﾠ
More ﾠparticularly, ﾠthe ﾠsocial, ﾠpolitical ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠ
communities, ﾠits ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠobjectives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠState ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ are ﾠ revealed ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ examination ﾠ of ﾠ three ﾠ case ﾠ
studies: ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠin ﾠKavala, ﾠDispilio ﾠin ﾠKastoria, ﾠin ﾠ
northern ﾠGreece, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠin ﾠcentral ﾠGreece. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Factors ﾠ traditionally ﾠ considered ﾠ irrelevant ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ agenda ﾠ are ﾠ
considered. ﾠPublic ﾠperceptions ﾠon ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠits ﾠrelevance ﾠtoday, ﾠlocals’ ﾠ
relation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠneighbouring ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠ
stakeholders’ ﾠ interaction ﾠ with ﾠ local ﾠ archaeology ﾠ are ﾠ discussed. ﾠ Documentary ﾠ
evidence ﾠand ﾠother ﾠarchival ﾠmaterial ﾠenlighten ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
general ﾠand ﾠin ﾠconnection ﾠto ﾠthese ﾠsites. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠis ﾠrevealed ﾠ
to ﾠconstitute ﾠan ﾠarena ﾠwhere ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠagendas ﾠare ﾠprojected ﾠand ﾠcompete. ﾠ
The ﾠ supreme ﾠ ideal ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ nation ﾠ as ﾠ served ﾠ by ﾠ archaeology ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠm o m e n t  ﾠ ﾠ 4 ﾠ
seems ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠthe ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠbattle ﾠbetween ﾠconservation ﾠand ﾠother ﾠinterests ﾠ
unscathed. ﾠHowever ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠgood ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠlegislator ﾠenvisaged ﾠ
it, ﾠis ﾠstill ﾠlooked ﾠfor. ﾠ ﾠ 5 ﾠ
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INTRODUCTION 
Research objectives  
This ﾠresearch ﾠproject ﾠset ﾠout ﾠto ﾠinvestigate ﾠthe ﾠvarious ﾠelements ﾠthat ﾠformulate ﾠ
and ﾠ influence ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ communities, ﾠ
using ﾠGreece ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcase ﾠstudy. ﾠThe ﾠmain ﾠaim ﾠwas ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠterms. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠkey ﾠareas ﾠof ﾠinvestigation ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠfollowing: ﾠ ﾠ
•  What ﾠhas ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
been ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠits ﾠsocial, ﾠeconomic ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠimpact? ﾠHow ﾠ
and ﾠwhy ﾠhas ﾠthis ﾠrelationship ﾠdeveloped? ﾠ
•  What ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠhave ﾠthey ﾠ
altered ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠinfluence ﾠof ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠchange? ﾠ
•  What ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠobjectives ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠ
identified ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpriorities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService? ﾠ
•  What ﾠ strategies ﾠ might ﾠ archaeology ﾠ implement ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ
reinforce ﾠ its ﾠ socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠ and ﾠ economic ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ become ﾠ more ﾠ
reciprocal ﾠand ﾠrelevant? ﾠ
The ﾠultimate ﾠquestion ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject ﾠraises ﾠis: ﾠ‘for ﾠwhom ﾠis ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
practiced ﾠin ﾠGreece?’ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The Rationale 
Over ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ thirty ﾠ years, ﾠ developments ﾠ in ﾠ several ﾠ fields ﾠ have ﾠ increased ﾠ
archaeology’s ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠcontext ﾠit ﾠoperates ﾠin. ﾠIn ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑
colonial ﾠ contexts, ﾠ pressure ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ human ﾠ rights ﾠ movement ﾠ has ﾠ forced ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠto ﾠacknowledge ﾠtheir ﾠresponsibility ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠliving ﾠmembers ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠindigenous ﾠcultures ﾠthey ﾠstudy. ﾠThis ﾠhas ﾠled ﾠto ﾠcollaborative ﾠapproaches ﾠ ﾠ 22 ﾠ
in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ that ﾠ today ﾠ constitute ﾠ the ﾠ field ﾠ of ﾠ community ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(see ﾠ1.2). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Community ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠbeen ﾠtaken ﾠup ﾠin ﾠEuropean ﾠcontexts. ﾠA ﾠlong ﾠ
tradition ﾠof ﾠantiquarianism ﾠhad ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠmany ﾠlocal ﾠsocieties ﾠ
in ﾠ Britain ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ century. ﾠ After ﾠ a ﾠ long ﾠ break ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ years ﾠ of ﾠ
professionalisation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ intensive ﾠ rescue ﾠ work, ﾠ grassroots ﾠ
engagement ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠresurfaced. ﾠSuch ﾠinitiatives ﾠusually ﾠ
aim ﾠto ﾠraise ﾠawareness ﾠand ﾠto ﾠincrease ﾠlocal ﾠinvolvement ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠ(see ﾠ1.3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠbecome ﾠincreasingly ﾠalarmed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlow ﾠ
levels ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ interest ﾠ and ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ threats ﾠ that ﾠ development ﾠ
pressures ﾠpose ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfinite ﾠand ﾠexhaustible ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠ
of ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(McGimsey ﾠ1972) ﾠas ﾠa ﾠfield ﾠthat ﾠlater ﾠdeveloped, ﾠin ﾠother ﾠ
parts ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworld, ﾠto ﾠinclude ﾠany ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠ
sphere ﾠ(see ﾠ1.4). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠbroadening ﾠof ﾠtheoretical ﾠconsiderations ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑processual ﾠcritique ﾠ
of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ theory ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ contributed ﾠ in ﾠ this ﾠ direction. ﾠ Closer ﾠ
collaboration ﾠwith ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠanthropology ﾠhas ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠ
new ﾠfields ﾠof ﾠenquiry, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠarchaeological ﾠethnography ﾠ(see ﾠ1.5). ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ developments ﾠ have ﾠ had ﾠ further ﾠ implications ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ discipline. ﾠ The ﾠ
emergence ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠethics ﾠ(see ﾠ1.6) ﾠand ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠsolid ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠpolitical ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑state ﾠbuilding ﾠ
processes ﾠ(see ﾠ1.7), ﾠare ﾠof ﾠparticular ﾠinterest ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject. ﾠ ﾠ
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As ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠa ﾠnew ﾠplace ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtreatment ﾠand ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ has ﾠ increasingly ﾠ appeared. ﾠ Intergovernmental ﾠ
organisations ﾠ and ﾠ NGOs ﾠ promote ﾠ international ﾠ charters ﾠ and ﾠ good ﾠ practices, ﾠ
such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ value-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ approach, ﾠ where ﾠ even ﾠ an ﾠ auditing ﾠ role ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ
assigned ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠ(see ﾠ1.8 ﾠand ﾠ1.9). ﾠResearch ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ conducted ﾠ to ﾠ inform ﾠ these ﾠ efforts. ﾠ The ﾠ
impetus ﾠ for ﾠ such ﾠ research ﾠ has ﾠ come ﾠ either ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ realisation ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeological ﾠwork ﾠrequires ﾠpublic ﾠsupport ﾠor ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠacknowledgment ﾠthat ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠare ﾠpublic ﾠpossessions ﾠthat ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠshared ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠ
their ﾠbenefits ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠdisseminated ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ developments ﾠ have ﾠ not ﾠ reached ﾠ all ﾠ quarters ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ discipline ﾠ yet. ﾠ For ﾠ
instance, ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ had ﾠ little ﾠ interaction ﾠ with ﾠ them ﾠ because ﾠ its ﾠ
fundamental ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑state ﾠand ﾠidentity ﾠbuilding ﾠprocess ﾠhas ﾠgiven ﾠit ﾠ
the ﾠ focus ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ national ﾠ mission ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ highest ﾠ importance. ﾠ For ﾠ Greece, ﾠ
connecting ﾠthe ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑state ﾠthat ﾠemerged ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠWar ﾠof ﾠIndependence ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠ Ottoman ﾠ Empire ﾠ in ﾠ 1830, ﾠ and ﾠ ancient ﾠGreece, ﾠ a ﾠ complex ﾠ cultural ﾠentity, ﾠ
many ﾠ centuries ﾠ old, ﾠ and ﾠ predominantly ﾠ its ﾠ Classical ﾠ phase, ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ the ﾠ
guarantee ﾠ of ﾠ political ﾠ emancipation ﾠ and ﾠ future ﾠ existence ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ West. ﾠ The ﾠ
safeguarding ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠthus ﾠbecame ﾠa ﾠpolitical ﾠpriority ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠ
past, ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠnational ﾠidentity ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠhigh ﾠpolitical ﾠprofile ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠvery ﾠquickly ﾠled ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠestablishment ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
state-ﾭ‐‑run ﾠ archaeological ﾠ system ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ promise ﾠ of ﾠ universal ﾠ protection ﾠ
through ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ state ﾠ resources. ﾠ Although ﾠ neither ﾠ its ﾠ resources ﾠ nor ﾠ its ﾠ
administrative ﾠstructure ﾠhave ﾠever ﾠbeen ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠadequate ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfulfilling ﾠof ﾠits ﾠ
mission ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.3 ﾠand ﾠ2.1.5), ﾠthe ﾠabsolute ﾠright ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠownership ﾠof ﾠantiquities, ﾠ
as ﾠgranted ﾠby ﾠpowerful ﾠlegislation ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4), ﾠhas ﾠbrought ﾠpositive ﾠresults ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠantiquities. ﾠHowever, ﾠin ﾠspite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠsystem ﾠhas ﾠ ﾠ 24 ﾠ
worked ﾠwell ﾠin ﾠitself ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠimmensely ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ safeguarding ﾠof ﾠ
Greek ﾠ antiquities, ﾠ it ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ had ﾠ negative ﾠ consequences ﾠ that ﾠ require ﾠ
reconsideration ﾠand ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑adaptation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠnational ﾠmission ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsymbolic ﾠcapital ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠhave ﾠ
shaped ﾠ individual ﾠ and ﾠ collective ﾠ identities ﾠ and ﾠ filtered ﾠ public ﾠ perceptions ﾠ
through ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠmechanisms ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠmuseums, ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
media ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.2-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠThe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠstudy ﾠof ﾠits ﾠremains ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠtrapped ﾠin ﾠ
this ﾠrole ﾠuntil ﾠtoday, ﾠwhen ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑building ﾠprocesses ﾠare ﾠno ﾠlonger ﾠrelevant, ﾠfor ﾠ
any ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠa ﾠnationalist ﾠpopulist ﾠdiscourse. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeology ﾠhas ﾠthus ﾠlost ﾠits ﾠrelevance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠEven ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
that, ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠhas ﾠlost ﾠits ﾠmission ﾠand ﾠits ﾠrole. ﾠSettled ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠsecurity ﾠof ﾠ
state ﾠstructures, ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠgone ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑negotiation ﾠwith ﾠ
society ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠ2002). ﾠThe ﾠquestions ﾠof ﾠwhy ﾠdo ﾠwe ﾠprotect ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage ﾠ
and ﾠ whom ﾠ do ﾠ we ﾠ protect ﾠ it ﾠ for ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ left ﾠ unasked ﾠ for ﾠ too ﾠ long. ﾠ As ﾠ a ﾠ
consequence, ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ despite ﾠ its ﾠ acknowledged ﾠ potential, ﾠ is ﾠ no ﾠ longer ﾠ
reciprocal ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠneeds ﾠof ﾠsociety. ﾠThe ﾠdiscipline ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑orientated ﾠits ﾠ
efforts ﾠ towards ﾠ domains ﾠ of ﾠ primary ﾠ importance, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ education, ﾠ social ﾠ
cohesion ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠawareness. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Additionally, ﾠthe ﾠlegal ﾠrequirement ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠownership ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠ richness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ country ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ necessitates ﾠ the ﾠ
collaboration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠprotection. ﾠ ﾠWhat ﾠthis ﾠcurrently ﾠmeans ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠ
people ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠchoice ﾠbut ﾠto ﾠcollaborate ﾠby ﾠdealing ﾠwith ﾠpatience ﾠand ﾠat ﾠ
their ﾠ own ﾠ cost ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ demands ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ complicated ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
management. ﾠ Such ﾠ problems ﾠ are ﾠ amplified ﾠ when ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ considered ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ
geographically ﾠ restricted ﾠ context ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ local ﾠ communities, ﾠ where ﾠ
archaeologists, ﾠlocals, ﾠauthorities ﾠand ﾠother ﾠsub-ﾭ‐‑groups ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠinteract ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ 25 ﾠ
a ﾠspatially ﾠrestricted ﾠlocality ﾠand ﾠoften ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠlong ﾠtime. ﾠIssues ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsystem ﾠitself ﾠ
and ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠcontext ﾠfurther ﾠinfluence ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthese ﾠcommunities. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfield’s ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠrelevance, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠnecessity ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠcollaboration ﾠin ﾠ
protection, ﾠraises ﾠthe ﾠethical ﾠand ﾠpractical ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠreciprocity. ﾠIt ﾠ
is ﾠ an ﾠ ethical ﾠ obligation ﾠ for ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ especially ﾠ for ﾠ a ﾠ state-ﾭ‐‑run ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠmanagement, ﾠto ﾠreturn ﾠits ﾠbenefits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠname ﾠof ﾠ
whom ﾠit ﾠis ﾠpracticed. ﾠFinally, ﾠa ﾠreciprocal ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠ
local ﾠcommunities ﾠcan ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠsustainable ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
heritage ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ sharing ﾠ of ﾠ responsibility ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ benefits ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ
protection. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Approach 
Chapter ﾠOne ﾠexamines ﾠthe ﾠemergence ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠconcern ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑
political ﾠcontext ﾠboth ﾠinside ﾠand ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline. ﾠIndigenous ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ post-ﾭ‐‑processual ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ common ﾠ fields ﾠ of ﾠ
research ﾠwith ﾠsocial ﾠanthropology ﾠare ﾠdiscussed ﾠalong ﾠwith ﾠdevelopments ﾠfrom ﾠ
the ﾠfield ﾠof ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources, ﾠi.e. ﾠinternational ﾠcharters ﾠ
and ﾠ conventions. ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ ethics ﾠ and ﾠ research ﾠ into ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ
between ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠnationalism ﾠare ﾠconsidered ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠinfluence ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
discipline. ﾠFinally, ﾠsurveys ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠ
conducted ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠare ﾠreviewed ﾠin ﾠdetail. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Chapter ﾠ Two ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ critical ﾠ examination ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ emergence ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
management ﾠand ﾠpolicy ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpolitical, ﾠeconomic, ﾠlegislative ﾠand ﾠ
administrative ﾠcontext. ﾠParticular ﾠattention ﾠis ﾠpaid ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠpublic ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠpractice. ﾠThese ﾠinclude ﾠformal ﾠand ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠapproaches ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ ﾠ 26 ﾠ
archaeological ﾠmuseums, ﾠpublic ﾠevents ﾠand ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠorganised ﾠ
by ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService, ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠnarratives ﾠin ﾠ
school ﾠtextbooks, ﾠa ﾠsurvey ﾠconducted ﾠamong ﾠstudents ﾠregarding ﾠarchaeology, ﾠ
and ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠdiscussion ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠarchaeological ﾠnews ﾠis ﾠreported ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
press. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠa ﾠreview ﾠof ﾠrecent ﾠresearch ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠthroughout ﾠGreece. ﾠFinally, ﾠan ﾠattempt ﾠ
to ﾠidentify ﾠmore ﾠinformal ﾠand ﾠbottom-ﾭ‐‑up ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠmade ﾠby ﾠ
briefly ﾠreviewing ﾠrecent ﾠefforts ﾠfrom ﾠNGOs ﾠand ﾠcivil ﾠsociety ﾠmovements. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Chapter ﾠThree ﾠpresents ﾠthe ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfieldwork ﾠdesigned ﾠto ﾠanswer ﾠthe ﾠ
questions ﾠ posed ﾠ above, ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ the ﾠ methodology ﾠ is ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ detail. ﾠ
Quantitative ﾠ and ﾠ qualitative ﾠ methods ﾠ are ﾠ presented ﾠ separately. ﾠ The ﾠ chapter ﾠ
concludes ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠconsideration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject’s ﾠconstraints, ﾠimplications, ﾠand ﾠ
necessary ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠdata ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠpresented. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Chapter ﾠFour ﾠcomprises ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠundertaken: ﾠthe ﾠarchaeology ﾠof ﾠ
each ﾠ area, ﾠ the ﾠ history ﾠ of ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ their ﾠ operation ﾠ as ﾠ sites ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠinterest, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠdevelopment, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
current ﾠstate ﾠof ﾠaffairs ﾠbetween ﾠthese ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Chapter ﾠFive ﾠbrings ﾠtogether ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠconducted ﾠand ﾠconsidered ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠthesis. ﾠ
The ﾠfirst ﾠsection ﾠanalyses ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠoverall ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudy ﾠcommunities ﾠhas ﾠbeen, ﾠincluding ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠaspects ﾠin ﾠ
social, ﾠ economic ﾠ and ﾠ political ﾠ terms. ﾠ Wherever ﾠ necessary, ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ is ﾠ
discussed ﾠhistorically. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠsection, ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ found ﾠ to ﾠ inspire ﾠ are ﾠ identified, ﾠ with ﾠ discussion ﾠ of ﾠ whether ﾠ these ﾠ have ﾠ
changed ﾠover ﾠtime. ﾠThe ﾠthird ﾠsection ﾠevaluates ﾠthe ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠobjectives ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ they ﾠ have ﾠ emerged ﾠ from ﾠ interviews ﾠ with ﾠ state ﾠ officials ﾠ and ﾠ
academic ﾠarchaeologists ﾠoperating ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠregion. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠsection, ﾠstrategies ﾠ ﾠ 27 ﾠ
applied ﾠ to ﾠ date ﾠ and ﾠ further ﾠ considerations ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ reciprocity ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠare ﾠdiscussed. ﾠFinally, ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠof ﾠ‘for ﾠwhom ﾠis ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
practiced ﾠin ﾠGreece’ ﾠis ﾠexamined. ﾠThe ﾠchapter ﾠends ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠfurther ﾠ
issues ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠidentified ﾠduring ﾠresearch ﾠand ﾠanalysis. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠconclusions ﾠpresent ﾠa ﾠsummary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpatterns ﾠand ﾠrelationships ﾠdiscussed. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 28 ﾠ
CHAPTER  ONE.  ARCHAEOLOGY  IN  CONTEXT: 
PUBLIC ARCHAEOLOGY AROUND THE WORLD  
1.1 Introduction 
A ﾠ range ﾠ of ﾠ developments ﾠ from ﾠ around ﾠ the ﾠ world ﾠ has ﾠ contributed ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
formation ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ Resisting ﾠ efforts ﾠ to ﾠ define ﾠ it, ﾠ public ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ become ﾠ an ﾠ extensive ﾠ and ﾠ multifaceted ﾠ field, ﾠ presenting ﾠ
particularities ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠcontext. ﾠThis ﾠchapter ﾠdiscusses ﾠthese ﾠdevelopments: ﾠ
the ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠindigenous, ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑processual ﾠand ﾠcommunity ﾠarchaeology, ﾠthe ﾠ
emergence ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠethics, ﾠthe ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠ
particular ﾠ reference ﾠ to ﾠ nationalism, ﾠ the ﾠ evolving ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ in ﾠ
international ﾠcharters ﾠand ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement, ﾠwith ﾠspecific ﾠ
mention ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠdebate. ﾠ ﾠFinally, ﾠattempts ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠto ﾠcapture ﾠ
public ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠare ﾠreviewed ﾠin ﾠsome ﾠdetail. ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.2 Indigenous Archaeology 
Concerns ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠ context ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ practiced, ﾠ
emerged ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ1960s ﾠand ﾠ1970s ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠhuman ﾠrights ﾠmovements ﾠin ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠ
colonial ﾠ countries. ﾠ In ﾠ Australia, ﾠ protection, ﾠ research ﾠ and ﾠ presentation ﾠ of ﾠ
Aboriginal ﾠ culture ﾠ had ﾠ been ﾠ conducted ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ absence ﾠ and ﾠ exclusion ﾠ of ﾠ
Aboriginal ﾠ people. ﾠ This ﾠ practice ﾠ had ﾠ adverse ﾠ consequences, ﾠ as ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ
disrespectful ﾠto ﾠliving ﾠcultural ﾠtraditions ﾠthrough ﾠdesecration ﾠof ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠ
significance ﾠ and ﾠ even ﾠ removal ﾠ of ﾠ ancestral ﾠ human ﾠ remains. ﾠ Aborigines ﾠ
demanded ﾠgreater ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠbodies ﾠthat ﾠoversaw ﾠAboriginal ﾠaffairs; ﾠ
among ﾠthem ﾠthe ﾠAustralian ﾠInstitute ﾠfor ﾠAboriginal ﾠStudies ﾠ(AIAS). ﾠThe ﾠchange ﾠ
to ﾠa ﾠLabour ﾠgovernment ﾠin ﾠ1972 ﾠled ﾠto ﾠa ﾠshift ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠattitude ﾠtowards ﾠ
Aborigines, ﾠ from ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ assimilation ﾠ to ﾠ enabling ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑determination, ﾠ thus ﾠ ﾠ 29 ﾠ
allowing ﾠ for ﾠ more ﾠ emancipated ﾠ approaches ﾠ towards ﾠ Aboriginal ﾠ concerns ﾠ
(Moser ﾠ1994). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ AIAS ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ earliest ﾠ relevant ﾠ institution ﾠ to ﾠ address ﾠ such ﾠ issues ﾠ by ﾠ
promoting ﾠthe ﾠ‘aboriginalisation’ ﾠof ﾠAustralian ﾠArchaeology. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠachieved ﾠ
by ﾠ opening ﾠ training, ﾠ employment, ﾠ membership ﾠ and ﾠ participation ﾠ in ﾠ
conferences, ﾠcommittees ﾠand ﾠgrant ﾠprocedures, ﾠthrough ﾠrequiring ﾠconsultation ﾠ
with ﾠrelevant ﾠindigenous ﾠcommunities ﾠprior ﾠto ﾠfield ﾠresearch, ﾠand ﾠadvocating ﾠ
these ﾠ to ﾠ other ﾠ government ﾠ agencies ﾠ and ﾠ institutions, ﾠ even ﾠ by ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ
legislation. ﾠ The ﾠ outcome ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑casting ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ agenda ﾠ of ﾠ Australian ﾠ
prehistoric ﾠresearch ﾠ(Moser ﾠ1994). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠthe ﾠAboriginal ﾠLand ﾠRights ﾠAct ﾠ(1976) ﾠgranted ﾠaboriginal ﾠclaims ﾠ
to ﾠCrown ﾠland ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠNorthern ﾠTerritory, ﾠas ﾠlong ﾠas ﾠcontinuing ﾠoccupancy ﾠof ﾠ
and ﾠrelationship ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠland ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠproven. ﾠArchaeologists, ﾠwho ﾠby ﾠthen ﾠwere ﾠ
made ﾠto ﾠconsider ﾠthe ﾠimplications ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠon ﾠdescendant ﾠcommunities ﾠ
and ﾠoften ﾠdefend ﾠthese ﾠcommunities’ ﾠdemands, ﾠnow ﾠbecame ﾠmore ﾠpolitically ﾠ
involved ﾠ(Moser ﾠ1994: ﾠ159). ﾠAs ﾠPeter ﾠUcko, ﾠthen ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠAIAS, ﾠsaid: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ was ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑evident ﾠ to ﾠ me ﾠ that, ﾠ at ﾠ this ﾠ point, ﾠ the ﾠ academics ﾠ and ﾠ
scholars ﾠhad ﾠno ﾠoption ﾠbut ﾠto ﾠleave ﾠthe ﾠcomfort ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcloistered ﾠ
walls, ﾠand ﾠenter ﾠthe ﾠreal ﾠworld, ﾠto ﾠstep ﾠaway ﾠfrom ﾠtheir ﾠlong-ﾭ‐‑held ﾠ
academic ﾠpriorities ﾠand ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠand ﾠhelp ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfight ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
survival ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠheritage ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠindigenous ﾠpeoples ﾠwhose ﾠ
lands, ﾠ lives ﾠ and ﾠ belief ﾠ systems ﾠ had, ﾠ until ﾠ now, ﾠ been ﾠ merely ﾠ the ﾠ
subject ﾠof ﾠacademic ﾠstudy ﾠ(Ucko ﾠ1987: ﾠ3). ﾠ ﾠ
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Since ﾠ then ﾠ legislation ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ put ﾠ in ﾠ place ﾠ at ﾠ state ﾠ and ﾠ federal ﾠ levels, ﾠ and ﾠ
relevant ﾠrecommendations ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠissued ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠreview ﾠup ﾠto ﾠ1989, ﾠsee ﾠFlood ﾠ
1989). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
One ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeffects ﾠof ﾠindigenous ﾠarchaeology ﾠon ﾠarchaeological ﾠpractice ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠ
development ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcommunity-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠarchaeology. ﾠIn ﾠthis ﾠcontext, ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
had ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠnegotiations ﾠfor ﾠpermission ﾠto ﾠaccess ﾠand ﾠresearch ﾠa ﾠstep ﾠfurther, ﾠ
and ﾠformulate ﾠtheir ﾠresearch ﾠquestions ﾠand ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠstages ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
research ﾠin ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠAborigines ﾠthemselves ﾠ(Moser ﾠ1994: ﾠ170; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠ
wider ﾠselection ﾠof ﾠprojects ﾠfrom ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠsee ﾠDerry ﾠand ﾠMalloy ﾠ2003; ﾠ
Marshall ﾠ2002). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Similar ﾠprocesses ﾠwere ﾠat ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUS ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ1970s. ﾠThese ﾠled ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠstate ﾠ
legislation ﾠin ﾠIowa ﾠin ﾠ1976 ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠBurials ﾠProtection ﾠAct, ﾠand ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
passing ﾠof ﾠa ﾠfederal ﾠlaw, ﾠthe ﾠNative ﾠAmericans ﾠGraves ﾠProtection ﾠand ﾠRepatriation ﾠ
Act ﾠ(NAGPRA), ﾠin ﾠ1990. ﾠ ﾠNAGPRA ﾠset ﾠout ﾠa ﾠprocess ﾠfor ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠfederal ﾠ
agencies ﾠ to ﾠ return ﾠ Native ﾠ American ﾠ cultural ﾠ items, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ human ﾠ remains, ﾠ
funerary ﾠand ﾠsacred ﾠgoods ﾠand ﾠobjects ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠheritage, ﾠwhich ﾠare ﾠfound ﾠon ﾠ
federal ﾠland, ﾠto ﾠlineal ﾠdescendants, ﾠtribes ﾠor ﾠorganisations, ﾠif ﾠcultural ﾠaffiliation ﾠ
can ﾠbe ﾠestablished ﾠ(NAGPRA ﾠ2011). ﾠIssues ﾠregarding ﾠNAGPRA’s ﾠapplication ﾠto ﾠ
federal ﾠland ﾠonly, ﾠthe ﾠappropriate ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠestablishing ﾠcultural ﾠaffiliation, ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠvalorisation ﾠof ﾠNative ﾠAmerican ﾠclaims ﾠover ﾠscientific ﾠsignificance, ﾠamong ﾠ
others, ﾠremain. ﾠHowever, ﾠNAGPRA ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠempowerment ﾠof ﾠ
indigenous ﾠAmericans ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠto ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑
conscious ﾠand ﾠaware ﾠpractice ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠone ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠinclusive ﾠand ﾠ
considerate ﾠ of ﾠ living ﾠ traditions. ﾠ As ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Australia, ﾠ training, ﾠ
employment ﾠand ﾠextensive ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠindigenous ﾠcommunities ﾠat ﾠall ﾠ
stages ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ are ﾠ now ﾠ promoted ﾠ within ﾠ American ﾠ ﾠ 31 ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(Silliman ﾠ2008). ﾠ(For ﾠexamples ﾠregarding ﾠother ﾠparts ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠ
see ﾠSillar ﾠand ﾠFforde ﾠ2005). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1986, ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠWorld ﾠArchaeological ﾠCongress ﾠ(WAC) ﾠtook ﾠplace ﾠand ﾠWAC, ﾠ
as ﾠan ﾠorganisation, ﾠwas ﾠformed ﾠacknowledging ﾠonce ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠ‘the ﾠhistorical ﾠ
and ﾠsocial ﾠrole, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠcontext, ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠenquiry’ ﾠ(article ﾠ2.2, ﾠ
WAC ﾠStatutes ﾠ2011). ﾠThis ﾠconference ﾠsucceeded ﾠin ﾠattracting ﾠparticipation ﾠfrom ﾠ
Third ﾠ and ﾠ Fourth ﾠ world ﾠ countries, ﾠ from ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑experts ﾠ and ﾠ from ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ
cultural ﾠgroups ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠsubjects ﾠof ﾠarchaeological, ﾠand ﾠanthropological ﾠ
research. ﾠIn ﾠaddition ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠheight ﾠof ﾠinternational ﾠsanctions ﾠagainst ﾠthe ﾠ
South ﾠAfrican ﾠapartheid ﾠregime, ﾠWAC ﾠbanned ﾠparticipants ﾠfrom ﾠthat ﾠcountry ﾠ
and ﾠ Namibia, ﾠ thus ﾠ forcing ﾠ archaeology ﾠ to ﾠ take ﾠ a ﾠ stance ﾠ on ﾠ a ﾠ contemporary ﾠ
political ﾠcontroversy ﾠ(Ucko ﾠ1987). ﾠSince ﾠthen ﾠquadrennial ﾠcongresses ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
frequent ﾠinter-ﾭ‐‑congresses ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠorganised ﾠaddressing ﾠthe ﾠmany ﾠways, ﾠoften ﾠ
controversial, ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠperceived ﾠand ﾠinterpreted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ
the ﾠ2009 ﾠRamallah ﾠInter-ﾭ‐‑congress ﾠon ﾠ‘Overcoming ﾠStructural ﾠViolence’). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.3 Community Archaeology 
Community ﾠarchaeology ﾠalso ﾠdeveloped ﾠoutside ﾠof ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑colonial ﾠcontexts ﾠand ﾠ
indigenous ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ Stemming ﾠ from ﾠ a ﾠ long ﾠ antiquarian ﾠ tradition ﾠ and ﾠ
gaining ﾠ impetus ﾠ from ﾠ Victorian ﾠ values, ﾠ the ﾠ emergence ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ government ﾠ
structures ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ widespread ﾠ arts ﾠ and ﾠ crafts ﾠ movement ﾠ following ﾠ the ﾠ
Industrial ﾠRevolution, ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠBritain ﾠwas ﾠvery ﾠmuch ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠhands ﾠof ﾠ
amateurs ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠsocieties ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury. ﾠFrom ﾠ1836 ﾠto ﾠ
1886, ﾠ 56 ﾠ local ﾠ societies ﾠ were ﾠ founded ﾠ in ﾠ England ﾠ alone. ﾠ The ﾠ Royal ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠInstitute, ﾠestablished ﾠin ﾠ1844, ﾠdetermined ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠdiscipline ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠmodern ﾠsociety, ﾠin ﾠspite ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ 32 ﾠ
limitations ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ geographical ﾠ distribution ﾠand ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ background ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ
membership ﾠ(Ebbatson ﾠ1994). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Public ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠdeclined ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury ﾠ
and ﾠmembership ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠsocieties ﾠdecreased ﾠ(Manley ﾠ1999). ﾠFrom ﾠthe ﾠ1960s ﾠand ﾠ
on, ﾠ archaeology ﾠ was ﾠ progressively ﾠ professionalised ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ counter ﾠ the ﾠ
destructive ﾠ effects ﾠ of ﾠ development ﾠ on ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources. ﾠ Rescue ﾠ
excavation ﾠintroduced ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠof ﾠplanning ﾠand ﾠdevelopment ﾠ
and ﾠlimited ﾠpublic ﾠaccess, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUK ﾠespecially ﾠafter ﾠfunding ﾠresponsibility ﾠwas ﾠ
transferred ﾠ to ﾠ developers ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ ‘polluter-ﾭ‐‑pays’ ﾠ approach ﾠ in ﾠ Policy ﾠ and ﾠ
Planning ﾠGuidance ﾠNote ﾠ16, ﾠcommonly ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠas ﾠPPG ﾠ16 ﾠ(Faulkner ﾠ2000: ﾠ22; ﾠ
Schadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ2004: ﾠ3-ﾭ‐‑4; ﾠStart ﾠ1999). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠUK, ﾠcommunity ﾠarchaeology ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑emerged ﾠfrom ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠLeicestershire ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠUnit ﾠin ﾠ1976 ﾠas ﾠa ﾠvolunteer ﾠfieldwalking ﾠgroup. ﾠThe ﾠgroup ﾠgrew ﾠ
with ﾠtime ﾠand ﾠsoon ﾠits ﾠmembers ﾠformed ﾠmore ﾠgroups ﾠto ﾠundertake ﾠmore ﾠlocally ﾠ
based ﾠsurveys ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠsmall ﾠexcavations ﾠ(Liddle ﾠ1985, ﾠ1989, ﾠ2004; ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑
Hall ﾠ2004). ﾠSince ﾠthen, ﾠa ﾠwide ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠprojects ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠrun ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠbanner ﾠ
of ﾠcommunity ﾠarchaeology, ﾠlargely ﾠfunded ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠHeritage ﾠLottery ﾠFund ﾠ(as ﾠ
examples, ﾠsee ﾠBrown ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2004; ﾠOswald ﾠ2007) ﾠin ﾠspite ﾠof ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠformalise ﾠit ﾠ
(Tully ﾠ2007; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠcritique ﾠsee ﾠMoshenska ﾠ2008a). ﾠCommunity ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠ
attracted ﾠincreasing ﾠattention ﾠ(Schadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ2004; ﾠMoshenska ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2007) ﾠand ﾠits ﾠ
impact ﾠ has ﾠ recently ﾠ started ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ assessed ﾠ (Simpson ﾠ 2010; ﾠ Simpson ﾠ and ﾠ
Williams ﾠ2008) ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠfurther ﾠappraisal ﾠof ﾠcommunity ﾠarchaeology, ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
specifically, ﾠ its ﾠ potential ﾠ contribution ﾠ towards ﾠ reshaping ﾠ more ﾠ traditional ﾠ
strands ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeology, ﾠsee ﾠSakellariadi ﾠ2010). ﾠ
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1.4 Public Archaeology 
McGimsey, ﾠ in ﾠ his ﾠ seminal ﾠ book ﾠ Public ﾠ Archaeology ﾠ (McGimsey ﾠ 1972), ﾠ alerted ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠand ﾠfuture ﾠstate ﾠof ﾠpreservation ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resources ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUS, ﾠadvocating ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠresource ﾠand ﾠpublic ﾠ
engagement ﾠwith ﾠpreservation ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠmeans ﾠto ﾠeffectively ﾠachieve ﾠit. ﾠThe ﾠ
aim ﾠ of ﾠ his ﾠ book ﾠ was ﾠ to ﾠ propose ﾠ a ﾠ state-ﾭ‐‑run ﾠ programme ﾠ for ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
research ﾠ and ﾠ it ﾠ therefore ﾠ included ﾠ and ﾠ discussed ﾠ basic ﾠ provisions ﾠ and ﾠ
requirements ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ relevant ﾠ legislation. ﾠ In ﾠ this ﾠ framework, ﾠ public ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠconceived ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUS ﾠeither ﾠas ﾠCultural ﾠResources ﾠManagement ﾠ
(CRM) ﾠor ﾠas ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Jameson ﾠ2004: ﾠ
21-ﾭ‐‑2, ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠcore ﾠpapers ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠUS ﾠapproach, ﾠsee ﾠAscher ﾠ1960; ﾠDeCicco ﾠ
1988; ﾠFagan ﾠ1977; ﾠJameson ﾠ1997; ﾠMcManamon ﾠ1991, ﾠ2000; ﾠPotter ﾠ1990; ﾠSabloff ﾠ
1998; ﾠ see ﾠ also ﾠ Common ﾠ Ground, ﾠ the ﾠ National ﾠ Park ﾠ Service ﾠ magazine, ﾠ
http://www.nps.gov/history/commonground/). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠperspective ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ emancipatory ﾠ potential ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ interpretation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ that ﾠ
more ﾠ activist ﾠ kinds ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ practice ﾠ have ﾠ emerged, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ action ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(Little ﾠand ﾠShackel ﾠ2007; ﾠMcGuire ﾠ2008; ﾠSabloff ﾠ2008; ﾠSaitta ﾠ2007). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠ McGimsey’s ﾠ book ﾠ was ﾠ introduced ﾠ early ﾠ on ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ British ﾠ
archaeological ﾠdiscourse ﾠ(see ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ1975), ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠBritain ﾠ
took ﾠon ﾠanother, ﾠbroader ﾠmeaning ﾠas ﾠ‘any ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠactivity ﾠthat ﾠ
interacts ﾠor ﾠhas ﾠthe ﾠpotential ﾠto ﾠinteract ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpublic’ ﾠ ﾠ(Schadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ1999: ﾠ
147), ﾠ including ﾠ but ﾠ not ﾠ restricted ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ illicit ﾠ trade ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities, ﾠ the ﾠ
relationship ﾠ with ﾠ nationalism, ﾠ issues ﾠ regarding ﾠ contract ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ
indigenous ﾠarchaeology, ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmedia, ﾠarchaeological ﾠlegislation, ﾠ
authenticity, ﾠconservation ﾠand ﾠrepresentation ﾠethics, ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠservice ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠstate, ﾠand ﾠdissonant ﾠarchaeologies ﾠ(Ascherson ﾠ2000: ﾠ2). ﾠThere ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠ
efforts ﾠ to ﾠ bring ﾠ North ﾠ American ﾠ and ﾠ British ﾠ approaches ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠc o mm o n ﾠ ﾠ 34 ﾠ
rubric ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ Merriman ﾠ 2004; ﾠ Public ﾠ Archaeology ﾠ Journal, ﾠ
http://maney.co.uk/index.php/journals/pua/). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.5 Post-Processual Archaeology 
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠarchaeological ﾠtheory ﾠwas ﾠopened ﾠup ﾠto ﾠbroader ﾠsocial ﾠtheory ﾠ
and ﾠconversant ﾠwith ﾠstructuralism, ﾠcontemporary ﾠMarxism, ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑structuralism, ﾠ
critical ﾠ theory, ﾠ hermeneutics, ﾠ phenomenology, ﾠ realist ﾠ and ﾠ post-ﾭ‐‑positivist ﾠ
philosophy ﾠ(Hodder ﾠ1992 ﾠ(1987): ﾠxv; ﾠLeone ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1987; ﾠShanks ﾠ1991; ﾠShanks ﾠand ﾠ
Tilley ﾠ1987, ﾠ1992 ﾠ(1987)). ﾠThe ﾠdiverse ﾠtheoretical ﾠtrend ﾠthat ﾠemerged ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠ
generically ﾠtermed ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑processual ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Several ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpremises ﾠof ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑processual ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠimpacted ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ rest ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ world. ﾠ
Among ﾠthem, ﾠobjections ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdivision ﾠbetween ﾠtheory ﾠand ﾠpractice, ﾠor ﾠdata ﾠ
(Hodder ﾠ1984), ﾠand ﾠan ﾠemphasis ﾠon ﾠinterpretation ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠattribution ﾠof ﾠmeaning ﾠ
(Hodder ﾠ1991), ﾠconsequently ﾠacknowledging ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
present ﾠ(Hodder ﾠ2003, ﾠ1991) ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠagency, ﾠboth ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠunderstanding ﾠand ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠ(Handley ﾠand ﾠ
Schadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ2004; ﾠShanks ﾠ1991). ﾠThese ﾠpremises ﾠallowed ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠclarification ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠand ﾠhighlighted ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ contemporary ﾠ context, ﾠ while ﾠ
recognising ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime ﾠother, ﾠeven ﾠbottom-ﾭ‐‑up ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠThe ﾠapproach ﾠof ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠas ﾠtext ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠ
context ﾠ(Hodder ﾠand ﾠHutson ﾠ2003 ﾠ(Hodder ﾠ[only] ﾠ1986)) ﾠwere ﾠother ﾠsignificant ﾠ
propositions. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠimportant ﾠoutcome ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠtheoretical ﾠwork ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠ
has ﾠbeen ﾠcalled ﾠ‘reflexive ﾠexcavation ﾠmethodology’, ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpremise ﾠthat ﾠ ﾠ 35 ﾠ
interpretation ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠmisleadingly ﾠconsidered ﾠas ﾠa ﾠprocess ﾠseparate ﾠto ﾠdata ﾠ
collection ﾠand ﾠrecording. ﾠTo ﾠconfront ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠprovide ﾠfor ﾠinterpretation ﾠat ﾠ
all ﾠlevels ﾠbut ﾠalso ﾠfrom ﾠall ﾠpotential ﾠinterest ﾠgroups ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠface ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbroadening ﾠ
context ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠpractice, ﾠHodder ﾠhas ﾠcalled ﾠfor ﾠfour ﾠprinciples ﾠthis ﾠcan ﾠ
be ﾠ based ﾠ on: ﾠ reflexivity, ﾠ contextuality, ﾠ interactivity ﾠ and ﾠ multivocality ﾠ (1997, ﾠ
2003). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠpremises ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠimplemented ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠCatalhöyük ﾠproject ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠ
series ﾠof ﾠmethods ﾠeither ﾠfocused ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠprocess ﾠor ﾠon ﾠrendering ﾠraw ﾠ
data ﾠpublicly ﾠaccessible. ﾠTherefore, ﾠthe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠlaboratory ﾠspecialists ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠtrenches ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠprovision ﾠof ﾠfeedback ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠexcavators ﾠas ﾠquickly ﾠ
as ﾠ possible ﾠ has ﾠ informed ﾠ interpretation ﾠ at ﾠ all ﾠ stages ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
process ﾠand ﾠstrengthened ﾠthe ﾠcontextual ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠdata. ﾠThe ﾠparallel ﾠwork ﾠof ﾠ
social ﾠ anthropologists ﾠ in ﾠ studying ﾠ and ﾠ discussing ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ knowledge ﾠ
production ﾠ enhances ﾠ interpretation ﾠ while ﾠ raising ﾠ awareness ﾠ and ﾠ reflexivity. ﾠ
Public ﾠaccess ﾠvia ﾠthe ﾠInternet ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠdatabase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠand ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠ
multimedia ﾠ has ﾠ contributed ﾠ to ﾠ interactivity ﾠ and ﾠ multivocality. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ worth ﾠ
mentioning ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠdatabase ﾠis ﾠaccompanied ﾠby ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠterminology ﾠ
(Catalhöyük ﾠDatabases ﾠOnline). ﾠOther ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠreported ﾠon ﾠsimilar ﾠ
methods ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠ(e.g. ﾠAndrews ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2000; ﾠChadwick ﾠ1998; ﾠFaulkner ﾠ2002). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Additionally, ﾠmulti-ﾭ‐‑sited ﾠethnography ﾠhas ﾠproven ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠmethod ﾠthat ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠ
integrated ﾠwith ﾠ reflexive ﾠ methodology. ﾠBartu ﾠ (2000; ﾠ Bartu ﾠ Candan ﾠ 2005) ﾠ has ﾠ
discussed ﾠthe ﾠrelationships ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠmany ﾠgroups ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠclaimed ﾠa ﾠstake ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠCatalhöyük ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠvarious ﾠsites ﾠwhere ﾠdifferent ﾠ
kinds ﾠof ﾠknowledge ﾠregarding ﾠCatalhöyük ﾠare ﾠbeing ﾠproduced ﾠand ﾠconsumed, ﾠ
including ﾠpoliticians, ﾠlocal, ﾠnational ﾠand ﾠEuropean, ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity, ﾠ
visitors, ﾠartists, ﾠand ﾠ‘Mother ﾠGoddess’ ﾠworshipers. ﾠShe ﾠhas ﾠthen ﾠelaborated ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠways ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠhas ﾠengaged ﾠwith ﾠeach ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠgroups ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ 36 ﾠ
included ﾠ them ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ interpretation, ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ management ﾠ process, ﾠ
within ﾠthe ﾠframework ﾠof ﾠreflexive ﾠexcavation ﾠmethodology ﾠ(Bartu ﾠ2000; ﾠBartu ﾠ
Candan ﾠ2005). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Bartu ﾠ has ﾠ utilised ﾠ visitor ﾠ surveys ﾠ to ﾠ improve ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ presentation, ﾠ
interpretation ﾠ and ﾠ management ﾠ plan ﾠ (2000: ﾠ 104, ﾠ 2005: ﾠ 28-ﾭ‐‑9, ﾠ 36). ﾠ Constant ﾠ
interaction ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Mother ﾠ Goddess’ ﾠ groups ﾠ has ﾠ maintained ﾠ gender ﾠ issues ﾠ
high ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠagenda ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠ(2000: ﾠ102, ﾠ104, ﾠ2005: ﾠ33-ﾭ‐‑
4) ﾠ and ﾠ meetings ﾠ with ﾠ politicians ﾠ and ﾠ bureaucrats ﾠ have ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ team ﾠ
influencing ﾠlocal ﾠpolitics ﾠon ﾠeducational ﾠand ﾠenvironmental ﾠissues ﾠ(2000: ﾠ101, ﾠ
104-ﾭ‐‑5, ﾠ 2005: ﾠ 30-ﾭ‐‑2), ﾠ while ﾠ slide ﾠ shows, ﾠ community ﾠ exhibits ﾠ and ﾠ discussion ﾠ
sessions ﾠon ﾠinterpretation ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠorganised ﾠin ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠmembers ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ(2000: ﾠ101, ﾠ105-ﾭ‐‑8, ﾠ2005: ﾠ32-ﾭ‐‑3, ﾠ36-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ above ﾠ is ﾠ discussed ﾠ critically, ﾠ with ﾠ some ﾠ distance ﾠ from ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
practice ﾠ (see ﾠ Bartu ﾠ Candan ﾠ 2005: ﾠ 34 ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Mother ﾠ
Goddess’ ﾠ critique ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ excavation) ﾠ and ﾠincludes ﾠ the ﾠ critique ﾠ expressed ﾠ by ﾠ
some ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠgroups ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠincidents ﾠthat ﾠdemonstrate ﾠunderlying ﾠconflicts ﾠ
(see ﾠBartu ﾠ2000: ﾠ108 ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠburning ﾠof ﾠa ﾠhouse ﾠbought ﾠby ﾠa ﾠ‘Mother ﾠGoddess’ ﾠ
group ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ nearby ﾠ village). ﾠ Implications ﾠ for ﾠ archaeological ﾠ theory ﾠ and ﾠ
practice, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠredefinition ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠ‘site’, ﾠenrichment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠrecord ﾠand ﾠof ﾠits ﾠinterpretation ﾠand ﾠinclusiveness, ﾠand ﾠbroader ﾠ
contextualisation ﾠ of ﾠ knowledge ﾠ gained ﾠ from ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
contemporary ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠcontext ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠdiscussed ﾠ(Bartu ﾠ2000: ﾠ104; ﾠ
Bartu ﾠCandan ﾠ2005: ﾠ37-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
The ﾠ field ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ ethnography, ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ developed ﾠ by ﾠ conjoining ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠsocial ﾠanthropology, ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠoffered ﾠthe ﾠopportunity ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠ
community ﾠ engagement ﾠ and ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑appropriation ﾠ of ﾠ anthropological ﾠ and ﾠ ﾠ 37 ﾠ
archaeological ﾠknowledge. ﾠRather ﾠthan ﾠfocusing ﾠon ﾠreflexivity, ﾠCastaneda ﾠhas ﾠ
used ﾠ ethnographic ﾠ installations ﾠ to ﾠ ‘reveal ﾠ transcultural ﾠ processes’ ﾠ and ﾠ ‘to ﾠ
multiply ﾠand ﾠgenerate ﾠnew ﾠlevels, ﾠregisters ﾠor ﾠplanes ﾠof ﾠtranscultural ﾠdynamics’ ﾠ
between ﾠ researchers ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ (2009: ﾠ 275). ﾠ Ultimately, ﾠ he ﾠ has ﾠ
focused ﾠon ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠlife ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠrelevant ﾠand ﾠimportant ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠenhance ﾠthe ﾠexchange ﾠand ﾠsharing ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠ
and ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ present ﾠ by ﾠ different ﾠ social ﾠ groups, ﾠ
ethnographers ﾠand ﾠlocals ﾠ(Castaneda ﾠ2009; ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠexamples ﾠof ﾠethnographic ﾠ
approaches ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠsee ﾠCastaneda ﾠand ﾠMatthews ﾠ2008; ﾠEdgeworth ﾠ2006; ﾠ
Forbes ﾠ2007; ﾠHamilakis ﾠand ﾠAnagnostopoulos ﾠ2009). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.6 Archaeological Ethics 
During ﾠ this ﾠ same ﾠ period, ﾠ often ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ result ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ conjunction ﾠ with ﾠ these ﾠ
developments, ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠethics ﾠdynamically ﾠemerged ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠ
continued ﾠto ﾠdevelop ﾠ(Karlsson ﾠ2004; ﾠMeskell ﾠand ﾠPels ﾠ2005; ﾠPluciennik ﾠ2001; ﾠ
Scarre ﾠ & ﾠ Scarre ﾠ 2006; ﾠ Vitelli ﾠ 1996; ﾠ Vitelli ﾠ and ﾠ Colwell-ﾭ‐‑Chanthaphonh ﾠ 2006; ﾠ
Zimmerman ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2003; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠreview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠethics ﾠdebate ﾠsee ﾠMoshenska ﾠ2008b). ﾠ
Although ﾠthe ﾠdebate ﾠhas ﾠencapsulated ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠissues ﾠfrom ﾠhuman ﾠremains ﾠ
to ﾠcultural ﾠproperty ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠresponsibilities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprofession, ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠand ﾠ
social ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ responsibility ﾠ towards ﾠ contemporary ﾠ
communities ﾠhave ﾠmost ﾠextensively ﾠbeen ﾠaddressed ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠindigenous ﾠor ﾠ
descendant ﾠcommunities ﾠ(see ﾠSmith ﾠand ﾠWobst ﾠ2005; ﾠColwell-ﾭ‐‑Chanthaphonh ﾠ
and ﾠFerguson ﾠ2008). ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.7 Archaeology and Nationalism 
In ﾠrecent ﾠdecades ﾠsocial ﾠtheorists ﾠhave ﾠreshaped ﾠthe ﾠtheoretical ﾠframework ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠdiscourse ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠnation ﾠand ﾠnationalism. ﾠNations ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠstudied ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ 38 ﾠ
the ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠworld ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmajor ﾠphenomena ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠmarked ﾠit ﾠ
(Gellner ﾠ1983; ﾠHobsbawm ﾠ1990). ﾠFurthermore, ﾠrelationships ﾠwith ﾠexisting ﾠethnic ﾠ
communities ﾠ or ﾠ ‘ethnies’ ﾠ (Smith ﾠ 2001a, ﾠ 2001b) ﾠ and ﾠ mechanisms ﾠ of ﾠ
representation ﾠ and ﾠ narration ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ identified; ﾠ archaeology ﾠ among ﾠ them ﾠ
(Anderson ﾠ1991: ﾠ182). ﾠDiscussion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠcontext ﾠwithin ﾠwhich ﾠit ﾠis ﾠpracticed ﾠ(Trigger ﾠ1984; ﾠTrigger ﾠand ﾠ
Glover ﾠ1981; ﾠUcko ﾠ1987) ﾠhas ﾠopened ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠto ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠinvestigations ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠpast ﾠdecade ﾠ(Diaz-ﾭ‐‑Andreu ﾠand ﾠChampion ﾠ1996; ﾠGathercole ﾠand ﾠLowenthal ﾠ
1990; ﾠ Kohl ﾠ and ﾠ Fawcett ﾠ 1995; ﾠ Meskell ﾠ 1998). ﾠ Such ﾠ investigations ﾠ have ﾠ
highlighted ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmultifarious ﾠways ﾠin ﾠ
which ﾠthis ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠexpressed ﾠthroughout ﾠits ﾠhistory. ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.8 The Public in International Charters 
A ﾠ review ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ influential ﾠ international ﾠ charters ﾠ and ﾠ conventions ﾠ
regarding ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠand ﾠ
twenty-ﾭ‐‑first ﾠ centuries ﾠ demonstrates ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ shift ﾠ in ﾠ expert ﾠ communities’ ﾠ
perceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠwithin ﾠinter-ﾭ‐‑governmental ﾠorganisations ﾠand ﾠNGOs. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠAthens ﾠCharter ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠRestoration ﾠof ﾠHistoric ﾠMonuments ﾠ(1931), ﾠadopted ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
First ﾠ International ﾠ Congress ﾠ of ﾠ Architects ﾠ and ﾠ Technicians ﾠ of ﾠ Historic ﾠ
Monuments, ﾠ included ﾠ few ﾠ premises ﾠ that ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ consideration ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
public. ﾠThose ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠdid ﾠinclude ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠoccupation ﾠof ﾠbuildings, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠ
ensuring ﾠ their ﾠ continuity ﾠ of ﾠ life ﾠ (article ﾠ I), ﾠ permissibility ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ sacrifice ﾠ of ﾠ
ownership ﾠrights ﾠ(article ﾠII) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠrelate ﾠto ﾠpublic ﾠopinion ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
purpose ﾠ of ﾠ limiting ﾠ opposition ﾠ to ﾠ preservation ﾠ projects. ﾠ Most ﾠ importantly, ﾠit ﾠ
referred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠeducation ﾠin ﾠincreasing ﾠrespect ﾠfor ﾠmonuments, ﾠespecially ﾠ
among ﾠyoung ﾠpeople. ﾠStill, ﾠthis ﾠCharter ﾠwas ﾠvery ﾠmuch ﾠa ﾠtechnical ﾠdocument, ﾠ
where ﾠthe ﾠaesthetic ﾠand ﾠhistorical ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠmonuments ﾠprevailed, ﾠat ﾠa ﾠ ﾠ 39 ﾠ
time ﾠ when ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ values ﾠ had ﾠ not ﾠ yet ﾠ been ﾠ realised ﾠ as ﾠ such ﾠ by ﾠ
experts. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
More ﾠthan ﾠthirty ﾠyears ﾠlater, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcharter ﾠadopted ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠInternational ﾠ
Congress ﾠof ﾠArchitects ﾠand ﾠTechnicians ﾠof ﾠHistoric ﾠMonuments, ﾠwidely ﾠknown ﾠ
as ﾠThe ﾠVenice ﾠCharter ﾠ(1964), ﾠthe ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠexpression ﾠwas ﾠnoteworthy. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠ
preamble, ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠreferences ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠhistoric ﾠmonuments ﾠ‘of ﾠgenerations ﾠof ﾠ
people’, ﾠto ﾠ‘the ﾠunity ﾠof ﾠhuman ﾠvalues’ ﾠand ﾠto ﾠ‘ancient ﾠmonuments ﾠas ﾠcommon ﾠ
heritage’ ﾠthat ﾠdemonstrate ﾠan ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠsocial ﾠawareness, ﾠpotentially ﾠowing ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ lessons ﾠ learned ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ great ﾠ destruction ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Second ﾠ World ﾠ War. ﾠ
Acknowledgment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ cultural ﾠ significance ﾠ of ﾠ ‘more ﾠ modest ﾠ works ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
past’ ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠconsidered ﾠ(article ﾠ1). ﾠHowever, ﾠThe ﾠVenice ﾠCharter ﾠemphasised ﾠ
the ﾠaesthetic ﾠand ﾠhistorical ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtechnical ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ anything. ﾠ Even ﾠ the ﾠ previous ﾠ
mention ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠeducation ﾠwas ﾠremoved. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ next ﾠ doctrinal ﾠ document ﾠ issued, ﾠ UNESCO’s ﾠ Convention ﾠ Concerning ﾠ the ﾠ
Protection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠCultural ﾠand ﾠNatural ﾠHeritage ﾠ(1972) ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠby ﾠfar ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠ widely ﾠ ratified ﾠ convention ﾠ regarding ﾠ culture ﾠ (Luxon ﾠ 2004: ﾠ 8). ﾠ The ﾠ
Convention ﾠitself, ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠencompassing ﾠthe ﾠrecognition ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠas ﾠan ﾠ
asset ﾠof ﾠ‘all ﾠthe ﾠnations ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworld’, ﾠscarcely ﾠmentions ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠ(articles ﾠ5 ﾠ
and ﾠ 27). ﾠ However, ﾠ the ﾠ operational ﾠ guidelines ﾠ (UNESCO ﾠ 2008), ﾠ which ﾠ are ﾠ
frequently ﾠ revised, ﾠ reflect ﾠ the ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ actively ﾠ engage ﾠ as ﾠ broad ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ as ﾠ
possible ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠimplementation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠConvention, ﾠincluding ﾠbut ﾠnot ﾠrestricted ﾠ
to ﾠ ‘local ﾠ communities, ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑governmental ﾠ organizations ﾠ (NGOs) ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ
interested ﾠparties’, ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠan ﾠofficial ﾠparty ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠConvention ﾠhas ﾠ
to ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠgovernmental ﾠbody ﾠ(par. ﾠ12, ﾠ15b, ﾠ15m, ﾠ26.4, ﾠ26.5, ﾠ40, ﾠ63, ﾠ123, ﾠ211a-ﾭ‐‑d). ﾠ
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The ﾠAustralia ﾠICOMOS ﾠCharter ﾠfor ﾠPlaces ﾠof ﾠCultural ﾠSignificance, ﾠwidely ﾠknown ﾠas ﾠ
The ﾠBurra ﾠCharter ﾠ(introduced ﾠin ﾠ1979 ﾠand ﾠrevised ﾠin ﾠ1999), ﾠtook ﾠunderstanding ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠits ﾠimplementation ﾠa ﾠstep ﾠfurther. ﾠ
Adopted ﾠto ﾠaddress ﾠthe ﾠparticularities ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠof ﾠliving ﾠcultures, ﾠThe ﾠBurra ﾠ
Charter ﾠbroadened ﾠthe ﾠperspective ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠconstitutes ﾠheritage, ﾠand ﾠprioritised ﾠ
cultural ﾠsignificance ﾠboth ﾠas ﾠan ﾠindependent ﾠnotion ﾠand ﾠas ﾠa ﾠseparate ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
process ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠthat ﾠprecedes ﾠand ﾠdirects ﾠconservation ﾠand ﾠmanagement ﾠ
decisions. ﾠFinally, ﾠthe ﾠBurra ﾠCharter ﾠestablished ﾠa ﾠcomprehensive ﾠstep-ﾭ‐‑by-ﾭ‐‑step ﾠ
process ﾠto ﾠmeet ﾠthese ﾠprinciples ﾠ(Australia ﾠICOMOS ﾠ1999; ﾠTruscott ﾠand ﾠYoung ﾠ
2000: ﾠ102). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠconsidered ﾠby ﾠmany ﾠauthorities ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠinfluential ﾠcharter ﾠ
in ﾠsite ﾠmanagement ﾠ(Demas ﾠ2002: ﾠ28; ﾠSullivan ﾠ1997: ﾠ15). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ ICOMOS ﾠ Charter ﾠ on ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Heritage ﾠ Management, ﾠ ratified ﾠ in ﾠ 1990, ﾠ
constituted ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠrecent ﾠadvances ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠachievements ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Burra ﾠCharter ﾠto ﾠan ﾠinternational ﾠlevel. ﾠIt ﾠidentified ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ of ﾠ heritage, ﾠ acknowledged ﾠ the ﾠ various ﾠ needs ﾠ of ﾠ
different ﾠ kinds ﾠ of ﾠ heritage, ﾠ established ﾠ multi-ﾭ‐‑disciplinary ﾠ approaches ﾠ and ﾠ
stated ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠfor ﾠcollaboration, ﾠamong ﾠothers, ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠgeneral ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠ
The ﾠinclusion ﾠof ﾠactive ﾠpublic ﾠparticipation ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠinformation ﾠsharing ﾠthat ﾠ
enables ﾠ decision ﾠ making ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ notion ﾠ of ﾠ ‘integrated ﾠ protection’ ﾠ is ﾠ of ﾠ
fundamental ﾠ importance ﾠ because ﾠ it ﾠ establishes ﾠ public ﾠ participation ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ
integral ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠmechanisms ﾠ(article ﾠ2). ﾠThe ﾠpremise ﾠ
that ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ information ﾠ should ﾠ take ﾠ account ﾠ of ﾠ ‘the ﾠ multifaceted ﾠ
approaches ﾠto ﾠan ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast’ ﾠchallenged ﾠexperts’ ﾠauthority ﾠover ﾠ
the ﾠpast ﾠ(article ﾠ7). ﾠThis ﾠcharter ﾠfinally ﾠestablished ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpartner ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
protection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠon ﾠan ﾠethical ﾠbasis. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1992, ﾠthe ﾠCouncil ﾠof ﾠEurope ﾠrevised ﾠits ﾠown ﾠConvention ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠProtection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Heritage, ﾠ widely ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ The ﾠ Valletta ﾠ Convention. ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ ﾠ 41 ﾠ
effectively ﾠa ﾠrevision ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ1969 ﾠLondon ﾠConvention ﾠ(Young ﾠ2001) ﾠto ﾠconsider ﾠ
contemporary ﾠconditions ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠmajor ﾠconstruction ﾠworks, ﾠthe ﾠintegration ﾠof ﾠ
protection ﾠ with ﾠ planning, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ funding ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work. ﾠ  ﾠ It ﾠ was ﾠ
therefore ﾠmainly ﾠa ﾠtechnical ﾠdocument ﾠthat ﾠdelineated ﾠgovernment ﾠobligations ﾠ
and ﾠentrenched ﾠarchaeology ﾠwithin ﾠan ﾠexclusive ﾠprofessional ﾠfield ﾠrestricted ﾠto ﾠ
experts, ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠ‘qualified, ﾠspecially ﾠauthorised ﾠpersons’ ﾠ(for ﾠconcerns ﾠraised ﾠon ﾠ
this ﾠin ﾠBritain, ﾠsee ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ2001). ﾠConsideration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠis ﾠrestricted ﾠ
to ﾠ educational ﾠ actions ﾠ and ﾠ public ﾠ access, ﾠ and ﾠ is ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ extremely ﾠ
ambiguous ﾠterms ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ‘important ﾠelements ﾠof ﾠ[the ﾠParty’s] ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
heritage’, ﾠwith ﾠan ﾠemphasis ﾠon ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠ‘the ﾠdisplay ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠof ﾠsuitable ﾠ
selections ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠobjects’, ﾠthus ﾠmaintaining ﾠa ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down, ﾠabsolutely ﾠ
controlled ﾠ and ﾠ material-ﾭ‐‑focused ﾠ approach. ﾠ Questions ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ ‘important ﾠ to ﾠ
whom’, ﾠand ﾠ‘suitable ﾠfor ﾠwhat’ ﾠremained ﾠunanswered. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ charters ﾠ that ﾠ followed ﾠ focused ﾠ on ﾠ more ﾠ specific ﾠ aspects ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ
participation, ﾠthrough ﾠcultural ﾠtourism, ﾠthe ﾠ social ﾠvalues ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠ
and ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage. ﾠ The ﾠ ICOMOS ﾠ
International ﾠCultural ﾠTourism ﾠCharter ﾠ(1999) ﾠconstituted ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠbalance ﾠthe ﾠ
frequently ﾠconflicting ﾠneeds ﾠof ﾠtourists ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrapidly ﾠgrowing ﾠtourist ﾠindustry ﾠ
with ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠhost ﾠcommunities. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Council ﾠ of ﾠ Europe ﾠ Convention ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ Value ﾠ of ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Heritage ﾠ for ﾠ Society, ﾠ
widely ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ The ﾠ Faro ﾠ Convention ﾠ (2005, ﾠ currently ﾠ open ﾠ for ﾠ ratification), ﾠ
constitutes ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ leap ﾠ ahead ﾠ regarding ﾠ understanding ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ
between ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage. ﾠ It ﾠ relates ﾠ the ﾠ individual ﾠ right ﾠ to ﾠ
engage ﾠ with ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ United ﾠ Nations ﾠ Universal ﾠ Declaration ﾠ of ﾠ
Human ﾠ Rights ﾠ (1948) ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠI nternational ﾠ Covenant ﾠ on ﾠ Economic, ﾠ Social ﾠ and ﾠ
Cultural ﾠRights ﾠ(1966) ﾠand ﾠintegrates ﾠit ﾠwith ﾠnotions ﾠof ﾠrespect ﾠfor ﾠdiversity ﾠand ﾠ
reconciliation ﾠ(article ﾠ7), ﾠsustainable ﾠdevelopment ﾠand ﾠmanagement ﾠ(articles ﾠ8, ﾠ ﾠ 42 ﾠ
9 ﾠand ﾠ10), ﾠextensive ﾠcollaboration ﾠ(article ﾠ11), ﾠaccess ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠand ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠ
all ﾠstages ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ(article ﾠ12), ﾠeducation, ﾠtraining ﾠand ﾠ
inter-ﾭ‐‑disciplinary ﾠresearch ﾠ(article ﾠ13), ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠdigital ﾠtechnology ﾠ
(article ﾠ 14). ﾠ The ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ renders ﾠ assessment ﾠ of ﾠ Party ﾠ adherence ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
Convention ﾠaccessible ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠpractical ﾠindication ﾠof ﾠits ﾠspirit ﾠ
(article ﾠ15). ﾠThe ﾠFaro ﾠConvention ﾠthus ﾠplaces ﾠpeople ﾠand ﾠhuman ﾠvalues ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
very ﾠ centre ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ concept ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ resource ﾠ for ﾠ sustainable ﾠ
development ﾠand ﾠquality ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠ(Preamble). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ the ﾠ ICOMOS ﾠ Charter ﾠ on ﾠ Presentation ﾠ and ﾠ Interpretation ﾠ (2008) ﾠ further ﾠ
reinforces ﾠ‘public ﾠcommunication ﾠas ﾠan ﾠessential ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlarger ﾠconservation ﾠ
process’ ﾠ(Preamble). ﾠIn ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠset ﾠappropriate ﾠgoals ﾠfor ﾠopen ﾠand ﾠinclusive ﾠ
presentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation, ﾠThe ﾠEname ﾠCharter, ﾠas ﾠit ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠwidely ﾠknown, ﾠ
raises ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠphysical ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠintellectual ﾠaccess ﾠ(principle ﾠ1), ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠ
scientific ﾠevidence ﾠand ﾠliving ﾠcultural ﾠtraditions ﾠas ﾠsources ﾠfor ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠ
interpretation ﾠ (principle ﾠ 2), ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ broader ﾠ setting, ﾠ social, ﾠ cultural, ﾠ
historical ﾠ or ﾠ natural ﾠ (principle ﾠ 3), ﾠ authenticity ﾠ (principle ﾠ 4), ﾠ sustainability ﾠ
(principle ﾠ 5), ﾠ inclusiveness ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ process ﾠ of ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ
(principle ﾠ6) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠresearch, ﾠtraining ﾠand ﾠevaluation ﾠ(principle ﾠ
7). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠto ﾠnote ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠcharter ﾠdiscusses ﾠthe ﾠabove ﾠas ﾠprinciples ﾠthat ﾠ
should ﾠdirect ﾠlocal ﾠsolutions, ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠprovisions ﾠinvented ﾠin ﾠa ﾠglobal ﾠcontext ﾠ
with ﾠlittle ﾠrelevance ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠsetting ﾠof ﾠheritage. ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.9 The Public in Archaeological Resource Management  
The ﾠ considerations ﾠ discussed ﾠ above ﾠ soon ﾠ came ﾠ to ﾠ inform ﾠ the ﾠ ways ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠwere ﾠmanaged ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠ
values ﾠapplied ﾠto ﾠmonuments. ﾠThe ﾠvalue ﾠdebate ﾠemerged ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury ﾠ(Riegl ﾠ1903) ﾠand ﾠwas ﾠlater ﾠintegrated ﾠin ﾠarchaeological ﾠ ﾠ 43 ﾠ
resource ﾠmanagement ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ‘value-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠapproach’ ﾠ(Australia ﾠICOMOS ﾠ1999; ﾠ
Avrami ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2000; ﾠDe ﾠla ﾠTorre ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2005; ﾠLipe ﾠ1984; ﾠMason ﾠand ﾠAvrami ﾠ2002; ﾠ
Sullivan ﾠ 1997). ﾠ Within ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management, ﾠ receptiveness ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
constant ﾠ changes ﾠ in ﾠ social ﾠ conditions ﾠ and ﾠ perspectives ﾠ gained ﾠ through ﾠ
integrated ﾠprotection ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠits ﾠconservation ﾠat ﾠ
any ﾠpoint ﾠin ﾠtime ﾠ(Avrami ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2000: ﾠ4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ variety ﾠ of ﾠ value ﾠ categories ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ discussed ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ literature ﾠ in ﾠ
accordance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠapproach ﾠtaken. ﾠRiegl ﾠ(1903) ﾠtook ﾠan ﾠart ﾠhistorical ﾠapproach ﾠ
and ﾠdiscussed ﾠcategories ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ‘age’, ﾠ‘historical’, ﾠ‘commemorative’, ﾠ‘use’ ﾠand ﾠ
‘newness’. ﾠLater, ﾠLipe ﾠ(1984) ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑worked ﾠthis ﾠframework ﾠfrom ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
perspective ﾠ and ﾠ proposed ﾠ ‘economic’, ﾠ ‘aesthetic’, ﾠ ‘associative-ﾭ‐‑symbolic’ ﾠ and ﾠ
‘informational’ ﾠ values. ﾠ The ﾠ Burra ﾠ Charter ﾠ (1999) ﾠ emphasised ﾠt h e  ﾠc u l t u r a l  ﾠ
significance ﾠ of ﾠ heritage ﾠ and ﾠ omitted ﾠ ‘economic’ ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ secondary ﾠ value, ﾠ only ﾠ
including ﾠin ﾠits ﾠschema ﾠ‘aesthetic’, ﾠ‘historic’, ﾠ‘scientific’ ﾠand ﾠ‘social’, ﾠincluding ﾠ
‘spiritual’, ﾠ ‘political’, ﾠ ‘national’ ﾠ and ﾠ ‘other ﾠ cultural’ ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ one. ﾠ Finally, ﾠ
Mason ﾠ(2002) ﾠsuggested ﾠa ﾠbipolar ﾠschema ﾠcomprised ﾠof ﾠ‘socio-ﾭ‐‑cultural’ ﾠvalues, ﾠ
including ﾠ ‘historical’, ﾠ ‘cultural/symbolic’, ﾠ ‘social’, ﾠ ‘spiritual/religious’ ﾠ and ﾠ
‘aesthetic’, ﾠand ﾠ‘economic’ ﾠvalues, ﾠincluding ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠ‘use’ ﾠand ﾠ‘nonuse’ ﾠvalues. ﾠ
It ﾠ becomes ﾠ obvious ﾠ that ﾠ these ﾠ categories ﾠ overlap ﾠ and ﾠ are ﾠ not ﾠ mutually ﾠ
exclusive, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ value ﾠ assessment ﾠ framework ﾠ and ﾠ set ﾠ of ﾠ value ﾠ
definitions ﾠcomes ﾠdown ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠindividual. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ value-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ approach ﾠ aims ﾠ at ﾠ preserving ﾠ the ﾠ cultural ﾠ significance ﾠ of ﾠ
heritage, ﾠas ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠdetermined ﾠby ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠvalues ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠit. ﾠAs ﾠan ﾠapproach, ﾠ
it ﾠ is ﾠ founded ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ acknowledgement ﾠ that ﾠ multiple ﾠ and ﾠ often ﾠ conflicting ﾠ
values ﾠare ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠeffective ﾠpreservation ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠ
significance ﾠis ﾠonly ﾠachieved ﾠwhen ﾠthese ﾠare ﾠbalanced. ﾠIt ﾠtherefore ﾠraises ﾠthe ﾠ
issues ﾠof ﾠwho ﾠwants ﾠto ﾠpreserve ﾠwhat, ﾠwhy ﾠand ﾠhow. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠachieved ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠ ﾠ 44 ﾠ
formal ﾠ planning ﾠ process ﾠ that ﾠ consists ﾠ of ﾠ stakeholder ﾠ identification ﾠ and ﾠ
involvement, ﾠ documentation, ﾠ values ﾠ or ﾠ cultural ﾠ significance ﾠ assessment ﾠ and ﾠ
management ﾠassessment ﾠand ﾠit ﾠresults ﾠin ﾠa ﾠmanagement ﾠplan ﾠthat ﾠdocuments ﾠ
the ﾠwhole ﾠprocess ﾠ(Demas ﾠ2002; ﾠSullivan ﾠ1997). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.10 Public Perceptions of Archaeology  
It ﾠis ﾠclear ﾠfrom ﾠthis ﾠthat ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠ
emerged ﾠfrom ﾠseveral ﾠoverlapping ﾠfields ﾠand ﾠbeen ﾠcombined ﾠwith ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ public ﾠ image ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ appreciation ﾠ of ﾠ heritage. ﾠ Prince ﾠ and ﾠ
Schadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ (1985) ﾠ raised ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ visitor ﾠ and ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑visitor ﾠ attitudes ﾠ and ﾠ
values ﾠsurveys ﾠin ﾠmuseum ﾠmanagement. ﾠThey ﾠresearched ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠimage ﾠof ﾠ
museums ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmeans ﾠ of ﾠevaluating ﾠtheir ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑quantifiable ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠpeople, ﾠ
and ﾠ addressed ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ similar ﾠ research ﾠ undertaken ﾠ by ﾠ museum ﾠ
professionals ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠ(idem: ﾠ39-ﾭ‐‑40). ﾠTheir ﾠsurvey, ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠ
Hull, ﾠ contrasted ﾠ the ﾠ overall ﾠ positive ﾠ image ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ as ﾠ interesting ﾠ and ﾠ
educational ﾠpublic ﾠinstitutions, ﾠwith ﾠno ﾠdirectly ﾠrecreational ﾠaims ﾠbut ﾠintended ﾠ
rather ﾠ to ﾠ protect ﾠ the ﾠ heritage, ﾠ and ﾠ therefore ﾠ a ﾠ legitimate ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ tax-ﾭ‐‑payers’ ﾠ
money, ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠnegative ﾠimpressions ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthat ﾠmuseums ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠ
lively ﾠand ﾠoffer ﾠvisitors ﾠmore ﾠthings ﾠto ﾠdo, ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠnever ﾠchanged ﾠand ﾠ
were ﾠonly ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠold ﾠthings. ﾠIt ﾠturned ﾠout ﾠthat ﾠyounger ﾠage ﾠgroups ﾠ(16 ﾠto ﾠ24 ﾠ
or ﾠ up ﾠ to ﾠ 34 ﾠ years ﾠ old) ﾠ were ﾠ more ﾠ demanding ﾠ and ﾠ least ﾠ likely ﾠ to ﾠ agree ﾠ that ﾠ
visiting ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠis ﾠsomething ﾠthat ﾠ they ﾠlike ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠ(idem: ﾠ41). ﾠNon-ﾭ‐‑visitors ﾠ
were ﾠshown ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠmuch ﾠmore ﾠnegative ﾠview ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠ(idem: ﾠ42). ﾠIn ﾠ
terms ﾠ of ﾠ improvements, ﾠ again ﾠ younger ﾠ age ﾠ groups ﾠ expressed ﾠ the ﾠ wish ﾠ that ﾠ
museums ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠbrighter, ﾠfriendlier, ﾠinclude ﾠmore ﾠmedia, ﾠoffer ﾠworkshops ﾠ
and ﾠmake ﾠtheir ﾠdisplays ﾠmore ﾠexciting ﾠ(idem: ﾠ43). ﾠA ﾠlow ﾠranking ﾠof ﾠpeople’s ﾠ
interest ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ an ﾠ inability ﾠ to ﾠ identify ﾠ the ﾠ location ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ collections ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ noted, ﾠ and ﾠ related ﾠ to ﾠ the, ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ time, ﾠ ﾠ 45 ﾠ
generally ﾠobserved ﾠfailure ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠappeal ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠpublic ﾠ(idem: ﾠ
44, ﾠsee ﾠalso ﾠPrince ﾠand ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ1987). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠlast ﾠpoint ﾠwas ﾠtaken ﾠup ﾠin ﾠanother ﾠsurvey ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠinterest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(Stone ﾠ1986). ﾠ ﾠFrom ﾠthe ﾠbeginning, ﾠStone ﾠraised ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
actual ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠappreciation ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠrather ﾠ
than ﾠ just ﾠ for ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ social ﾠ circle ﾠ and ﾠ already ﾠ interested ﾠ individuals. ﾠ The ﾠ
survey ﾠaimed ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠhow ﾠpeople’s ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠis ﾠformed ﾠand ﾠ
what ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeological ﾠinterests, ﾠattitudes ﾠand ﾠawareness ﾠare ﾠ(idem: ﾠ15). ﾠThe ﾠ
difficulty ﾠof ﾠengaging ﾠparticipants ﾠbecause ﾠ‘they ﾠclaimed ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠno ﾠknowledge ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠ(s)he ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠof ﾠno ﾠuse’ ﾠwas ﾠnoted ﾠ(idem: ﾠ16). ﾠThe ﾠ
responses ﾠto ﾠfour ﾠquestions ﾠupheld ﾠStone’s ﾠhypothesis ﾠthat ﾠ‘people ﾠshare ﾠa ﾠbasic ﾠ
interest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast’ ﾠ(idem: ﾠ17-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠIn ﾠshort, ﾠhe ﾠconcluded ﾠthat: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
If ﾠthe ﾠbasic ﾠinterest ﾠshown ﾠabove ﾠis ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmaintained ﾠand ﾠdeveloped ﾠ
then ﾠarchaeologists ﾠmust ﾠmake ﾠtheir ﾠwork, ﾠits ﾠexcitement ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠ
conclusions ﾠmore ﾠreadily ﾠavailable ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠ(not ﾠin ﾠjargon-ﾭ‐‑ridden ﾠ
verbosity, ﾠbut ﾠin ﾠsimple ﾠclear ﾠlanguage) ﾠthrough ﾠoutlets ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
media ﾠ and ﾠ education ﾠ — ﾠ both ﾠ in ﾠ schools ﾠ […] ﾠ and ﾠm o r e  ﾠg e n e r a l l y  ﾠ
(idem: ﾠ19). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
Further ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠunderstanding ﾠpublic ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠ
was ﾠexpressed ﾠsoon ﾠafter. ﾠWith ﾠa ﾠnationwide ﾠsurvey, ﾠMerriman ﾠraised ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠ
that ﾠ making ﾠ museums ﾠ accessible ﾠ to ﾠ all ﾠ required ﾠ a ﾠ better ﾠ understanding ﾠo f  ﾠ
visitor ﾠpatterns, ﾠattitudes ﾠto ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠand ﾠof ﾠother ﾠways ﾠpeople ﾠ
chose ﾠto ﾠexperience ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ(2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ2-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠHis ﾠsurvey ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
majority ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠfind ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠvaluable, ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠview ﾠof ﾠit ﾠ
relating ﾠclearly ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠcurrent ﾠsocial ﾠsituation, ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠuse ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠ
creative ﾠ ways. ﾠ He ﾠ showed ﾠ that ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ better ﾠ educated ﾠ and ﾠ more ﾠ ﾠ 46 ﾠ
affluent ﾠ than ﾠ average ﾠ visited ﾠ museums ﾠ more ﾠ and ﾠ that ﾠ negative ﾠ perceptions, ﾠ
attributed ﾠ to ﾠ historical ﾠ connotations ﾠ with ﾠ power ﾠ and ﾠ authority, ﾠ were ﾠ still ﾠ
evident. ﾠIn ﾠfact, ﾠhe ﾠasserted ﾠthat ﾠ‘society ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠdivided ﾠup ﾠinto ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠsee ﾠ
museum ﾠvisiting ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠculture, ﾠand ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠreject ﾠit’ ﾠ(idem: ﾠ5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠmore ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠpeople ﾠwere ﾠseen ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠvisiting ﾠmuseums, ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠ
attributed ﾠto ﾠa ﾠvicious ﾠcircle: ﾠmuseums’ ﾠopenness ﾠoccurred ﾠbecause ﾠmuseum ﾠ
visiting ﾠwas ﾠseen ﾠas ﾠimproving ﾠthe ﾠindividuals’ ﾠsocial ﾠstatus ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠenforced ﾠ
the ﾠ social ﾠ connotations ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ (Merriman ﾠ 2000 ﾠ (1991): ﾠ 5). ﾠ Thus, ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠ
museum ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠcould ﾠreveal ﾠways ﾠto ﾠopen ﾠmuseums ﾠto ﾠa ﾠwider ﾠ
audience. ﾠ For ﾠ example, ﾠ those ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ undertake ﾠ any ﾠ activity ﾠ in ﾠ
order ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠprefer ﾠpersonal, ﾠlocal ﾠand ﾠhome-ﾭ‐‑
based ﾠways ﾠof ﾠexperiencing ﾠit ﾠ(idem). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Merriman ﾠfound ﾠthat ﾠ79% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠthought ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠas ﾠdefinitely ﾠworth ﾠ
knowing ﾠ about, ﾠ 12% ﾠ as ﾠ probably ﾠ worthwhile, ﾠ 6% ﾠ perhaps ﾠ and ﾠ 4% ﾠ as ﾠ not ﾠ
worthwhile. ﾠAmong ﾠthem, ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠage ﾠgroup ﾠ(35-ﾭ‐‑59 ﾠyears ﾠold) ﾠproved ﾠmore ﾠ
enthusiastic ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠall ﾠ
social ﾠstatus ﾠand ﾠage ﾠgroups ﾠexpressed ﾠdefinite ﾠbelief ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠknowing ﾠ
about ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠ9% ﾠof ﾠlow ﾠstatus ﾠand ﾠover ﾠ60 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠfind ﾠit ﾠworth ﾠknowing ﾠabout ﾠ(Merriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ22-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠThe ﾠ
majority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠworth ﾠknowing ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠbecause ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠusefulness ﾠof ﾠpast ﾠknowledge ﾠin ﾠunderstanding ﾠthe ﾠcourse ﾠhumanity ﾠhas ﾠ
taken ﾠup ﾠuntil ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠand ﾠof ﾠits ﾠinstructive ﾠpotential ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠ(idem: ﾠ
24-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Merriman’s ﾠ survey ﾠ also ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ the ﾠ strong ﾠ links ﾠ between ﾠ people’s ﾠ
attitudes ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresent. ﾠMore ﾠspecifically, ﾠthe ﾠelderly ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠ
maintain ﾠmore ﾠpositive ﾠimpressions ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠthan ﾠyounger ﾠpeople ﾠdid, ﾠ ﾠ 47 ﾠ
embellishing ﾠthese ﾠwith ﾠideas ﾠof ﾠhappiness, ﾠcloser ﾠrelationships ﾠand ﾠfamily ﾠties ﾠ
and ﾠsafety. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠless ﾠprivileged ﾠparticipants ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠ
likely ﾠto ﾠview ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠas ﾠan ﾠanxiety ﾠand ﾠdisappointment-ﾭ‐‑free ﾠperiod, ﾠand ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
source ﾠof ﾠindirect ﾠcriticism ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpresent, ﾠthan ﾠdid ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠprivileged ﾠones ﾠ
(Merriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ29-ﾭ‐‑34). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Merriman ﾠ drew ﾠ from ﾠ previous ﾠ surveys ﾠ and ﾠ summarised ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ common ﾠ
overall ﾠfeatures ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠto ﾠBritish ﾠnational ﾠand ﾠprovincial ﾠmuseums ﾠas ﾠbeing ﾠ
male, ﾠstudents ﾠor ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠA, ﾠB ﾠand ﾠC1 ﾠclasses1, ﾠand ﾠeither ﾠeducated ﾠ
beyond ﾠ the ﾠ minimum ﾠ school ﾠ leaving ﾠ age ﾠ or ﾠ still ﾠ in ﾠ full-ﾭ‐‑time ﾠ education ﾠ
(Merriman ﾠ 2000 ﾠ (1991): ﾠ 43). ﾠ Regarding ﾠ his ﾠ own ﾠ survey, ﾠ 17% ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ
claimed ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ visited ﾠ museums ﾠ three ﾠ or ﾠ more ﾠ times ﾠ a ﾠ year ﾠ (frequent ﾠ
visitors), ﾠ37% ﾠonce ﾠor ﾠtwice ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠ(regular), ﾠ14% ﾠlast ﾠvisited ﾠbetween ﾠone ﾠand ﾠ
four ﾠyears ﾠago ﾠ(occasional), ﾠ14% ﾠlast ﾠvisited ﾠfive ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠyears ﾠago ﾠ(rare) ﾠand ﾠ
18% ﾠhad ﾠnever ﾠvisited ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠ(non-ﾭ‐‑visitor) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ49). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠage, ﾠ35% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠover ﾠ60 ﾠclaimed ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠ
once ﾠ a ﾠ year ﾠ and ﾠ half ﾠ to ﾠ have ﾠ visited ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ four ﾠ years. ﾠ Merriman ﾠ
attributed ﾠthe ﾠvisiting ﾠpattern ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠover ﾠ60 ﾠto ﾠfactors ﾠthat ﾠrestrict ﾠtheir ﾠ
mobility ﾠor ﾠto ﾠwithdrawal ﾠfrom ﾠsocial ﾠactivities ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠold ﾠage ﾠand ﾠretirement ﾠ
(2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ57-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠOut ﾠof ﾠall ﾠfactors ﾠacting ﾠas ﾠconstraints ﾠon ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting, ﾠ
the ﾠones ﾠwith ﾠgreater ﾠstatistical ﾠsignificance ﾠoverall ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠpast, ﾠthe ﾠattitude ﾠto ﾠmuseums, ﾠage ﾠ(with ﾠnegative ﾠeffect), ﾠthe ﾠimage ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
building, ﾠand ﾠeducation; ﾠall ﾠculturally ﾠdefined ﾠ(idem: ﾠ67-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
1 ﾠ These ﾠ are ﾠ the ﾠ upper ﾠ middle, ﾠ middle ﾠ and ﾠ lower ﾠ middle ﾠ classes ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ British ﾠ
demographic ﾠclassification ﾠsystem. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 48 ﾠ
In ﾠsearch ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcomprehensive ﾠtheoretical ﾠframework ﾠto ﾠexplain ﾠvisiting ﾠpatterns, ﾠ
Merriman ﾠsuggested ﾠa ﾠcombination ﾠof ﾠpsychological ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠapproaches ﾠ
(Merriman ﾠ 2000 ﾠ (1991): ﾠ 75). ﾠ The ﾠ psychological ﾠ approach ﾠ was ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ
behavioural ﾠpsychology ﾠand ﾠclaimed ﾠthat ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting ﾠis ﾠmost ﾠpowerfully ﾠ
determined ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠindividual’s ﾠattitude ﾠto ﾠmuseums. ﾠHood ﾠproposed ﾠsix ﾠbasic ﾠ
features ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ attitude: ﾠ ‘being ﾠ with ﾠ people’, ﾠ ‘doing ﾠ something ﾠ worthwhile’, ﾠ
‘feeling ﾠcomfortable ﾠand ﾠat ﾠease ﾠin ﾠone’s ﾠsurroundings’, ﾠ‘having ﾠa ﾠchallenge ﾠof ﾠ
new ﾠexperience’, ﾠ‘having ﾠan ﾠopportunity ﾠto ﾠlearn’ ﾠand ﾠ‘participating ﾠactively’ ﾠ
(mentioned ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ76). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ a ﾠ differentiation ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ approach, ﾠ Prince ﾠ considered ﾠ structural ﾠ and ﾠ social ﾠ
factors, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠindividual’s ﾠstage ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠand ﾠsocial ﾠclass. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠhim, ﾠ
museum ﾠvisiting ﾠfalls ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ‘establishment’ ﾠstage ﾠof ﾠlife, ﾠwhen ﾠfamily-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ
leisure ﾠactivities ﾠare ﾠpreferred ﾠ(Prince ﾠ1983: ﾠ243). ﾠClass-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠleisure ﾠneeds ﾠwere ﾠ
also ﾠ discussed, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ claimed ﾠ preference ﾠ of ﾠ working ﾠ class ﾠ individuals ﾠ
towards ﾠcollective ﾠand ﾠpassive ﾠholidays ﾠand ﾠa ﾠmiddle ﾠclass ﾠpreference ﾠtowards ﾠ
constructive ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠ(idem). ﾠDespite ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠhighlighting ﾠattitudes ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠmain ﾠfocus ﾠof ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting, ﾠthe ﾠpsychological ﾠapproach ﾠ
cannot ﾠ however ﾠ fully ﾠ explain ﾠ observed ﾠ attitudes ﾠ because ﾠ it ﾠ disregards ﾠ the ﾠ
political ﾠand ﾠideological ﾠroots ﾠof ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting ﾠ(Merriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ76-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcultural ﾠapproach ﾠis ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠBourdieu’s ﾠnotions ﾠof ﾠpower, ﾠ‘habitus’ ﾠand ﾠ
distinction ﾠas ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠhis ﾠtheory ﾠon ﾠ the ﾠreproduction ﾠof ﾠ
power ﾠ and ﾠ privilege ﾠ (Bourdieu ﾠ 1977, ﾠ 1984). ﾠ According ﾠ to ﾠ this ﾠ approach, ﾠ
hierarchical ﾠsocial ﾠrelations ﾠare ﾠreproduced ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠ‘misrecognition’ ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠoppressive ﾠfoundations ﾠas ﾠenabled ﾠby ﾠsymbolic ﾠpower. ﾠSymbolic ﾠpower ﾠis ﾠ
one ﾠ of ﾠ two ﾠ mutually ﾠ convertible ﾠ forms ﾠ of ﾠ power, ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ being ﾠ economic ﾠ
power, ﾠthat ﾠenable ﾠthe ﾠunity ﾠof ﾠall ﾠfields ﾠof ﾠsocial ﾠlife, ﾠi.e. ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠeconomy. ﾠ
Symbolic ﾠ power ﾠ is ﾠ founded ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ possession ﾠ of ﾠ ‘cultural ﾠ capital’ ﾠ itself ﾠ ﾠ 49 ﾠ
consisting ﾠof ﾠtaste, ﾠmanners ﾠand ﾠstyle, ﾠcoming ﾠafter ﾠadequate ﾠexposure ﾠto ﾠhigh ﾠ
culture ﾠand ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠexpressions, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠuniversity ﾠdegrees ﾠ(Merriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ
(1991): ﾠ78). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Bourdieu’s ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠeducation ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmechanism ﾠthat ﾠimposes ﾠan ﾠarbitrary ﾠ
set ﾠof ﾠvalues ﾠthat ﾠreflect ﾠthe ﾠinterests ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdominant ﾠclass ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmaintenance ﾠ
of ﾠ hierarchical ﾠ social ﾠ relations, ﾠ and ﾠ thus ﾠ produces ﾠ a ﾠ culture ﾠ of ﾠ distinction ﾠ
between ﾠthe ﾠcultivated ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑cultivated, ﾠparallels ﾠhis ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠart ﾠ
museum ﾠ attendance ﾠ in ﾠ Europe ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ 1960s. ﾠ In ﾠ their ﾠ survey ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ latter, ﾠ
Bourdieu ﾠ and ﾠ Darbel ﾠ found ﾠ that ﾠ better ﾠ educated ﾠ people ﾠ constituted ﾠ the ﾠ
majority ﾠof ﾠart ﾠgallery ﾠvisitors ﾠand ﾠthose ﾠsocial ﾠgroups ﾠmost ﾠrepresented ﾠin ﾠart ﾠ
galleries ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠthe ﾠleast ﾠrepresented ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠgeneral ﾠpopulation ﾠ(Bourdieu ﾠ
and ﾠDarbel ﾠ1991: ﾠ15). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
‘Habitus’ ﾠas ﾠ‘a ﾠsubjective ﾠbut ﾠnot ﾠindividual ﾠsystem ﾠof ﾠinternalised ﾠstructures, ﾠ
schemes ﾠof ﾠperception, ﾠconception ﾠand ﾠaction ﾠcommon ﾠto ﾠall ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
same ﾠgroup ﾠor ﾠclass’ ﾠ(Bourdieu ﾠ1977: ﾠ86) ﾠexplains ﾠwhy ﾠpeople ﾠare ﾠforced ﾠto ﾠnot ﾠ
participate ﾠin ﾠan ﾠactivity ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠthey ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠlittle ﾠcompetence, ﾠ
such ﾠ as ﾠ museum ﾠ visiting ﾠ (Merriman ﾠ 2000 ﾠ (1991): ﾠ 80). ﾠ On ﾠ these ﾠ grounds, ﾠ
Bourdieu ﾠchallenges ﾠKant’s ﾠaesthetic ﾠtheory ﾠthat ﾠart ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠappreciated ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠ
own ﾠ sake ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ untrained ﾠ and ﾠ believes ﾠ that ﾠ “the ﾠ richness ﾠ of ﾠ
‘reception’…depends ﾠ primarily ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ competence ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ ‘receiver’, ﾠ in ﾠ other ﾠ
words ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠdegree ﾠto ﾠwhich ﾠhe ﾠor ﾠshe ﾠcan ﾠmaster ﾠthe ﾠcode ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘message’” ﾠ
(Bourdieu ﾠand ﾠDarbel ﾠ1991: ﾠ38). ﾠIn ﾠthese ﾠterms, ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting ﾠoperates ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
same ﾠ way ﾠ as ﾠ art ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ practices ﾠ do, ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ mechanism ﾠ of ﾠ ‘distinction’. ﾠ
Despite ﾠlimitations ﾠin ﾠBourdieu’s ﾠexplanation ﾠwhen ﾠapplied ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
museums ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠart ﾠgalleries, ﾠits ﾠtendency ﾠtowards ﾠdeterminism ﾠand ﾠits ﾠ
temporal ﾠconstraints, ﾠin ﾠcombination ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpsychological ﾠapproach, ﾠit ﾠcan ﾠ ﾠ 50 ﾠ
lead ﾠto ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠcomprehensive ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠmuseum ﾠvisiting ﾠand ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑visiting ﾠ
(Merriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ81-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Surveys ﾠ that ﾠ focus ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ greater ﾠ extent ﾠ on ﾠ archaeology ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ conducted ﾠ
more ﾠrecently. ﾠAs ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠheavily ﾠinfluenced ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠwork ﾠconducted ﾠfor ﾠ
this ﾠresearch ﾠproject, ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠextensive ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠresults ﾠis ﾠincluded ﾠ
here. ﾠ Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ (1999) ﾠ conducted ﾠ a ﾠ study ﾠ in ﾠ British ﾠ Columbia, ﾠ
Canada, ﾠand ﾠfollowing ﾠup ﾠon ﾠa ﾠprevious ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠarea, ﾠconcluded ﾠ
that ﾠ ‘the ﾠ public ﾠ is ﾠ highly ﾠ interested ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ concerned ﾠ about ﾠ
protecting ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites, ﾠbut ﾠhas ﾠa ﾠlimited ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠ
and ﾠscope ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠregional ﾠinterpretations ﾠof ﾠprehistory, ﾠand ﾠawareness ﾠ
of ﾠ current ﾠ heritage ﾠ conservation ﾠ laws’. ﾠ They ﾠ investigated ﾠ public ﾠ opinion ﾠ
through ﾠ a ﾠ specific ﾠ framework, ﾠ which ﾠ aimed ﾠ at ﾠ exploring ﾠwhat ﾠ people ﾠknow ﾠ
about ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠrecord ﾠand ﾠits ﾠinterpretation, ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠconsidered ﾠ
this ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ a ﾠ necessary ﾠ but ﾠ not ﾠ sufficient ﾠ condition ﾠ for ﾠ public ﾠ support ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ activity. ﾠ They ﾠ then ﾠ enquired ﾠ about ﾠ people’s ﾠ prioritisation ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠabout ﾠtheir ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠarchaeological ﾠactivities ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠ
address ﾠinconsistencies ﾠbetween ﾠknowledge ﾠand ﾠaction. ﾠThey ﾠalso ﾠinvestigated ﾠ
participants’ ﾠ levels ﾠ of ﾠ awareness ﾠ and ﾠ support ﾠ for ﾠ public ﾠ policies ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ conservation. ﾠ Finally, ﾠ they ﾠ were ﾠ interested ﾠ in ﾠ how ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ
viewed ﾠnative ﾠclaims ﾠregarding ﾠresearch ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠheritage ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠ
Guppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ401). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ investigate ﾠ the ﾠ cognitive ﾠ aspect ﾠ of ﾠ participants’ ﾠ relationship ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeology ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠwhat ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠof ﾠwhen ﾠyou ﾠhear ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠ‘archaeology’ ﾠ
was ﾠ asked. ﾠThe ﾠ researchers ﾠ classified ﾠ answers ﾠ in ﾠ five ﾠ main ﾠ groups: ﾠ accurate ﾠ
(66.4%), ﾠ reasonable ﾠ (15.3%), ﾠ ‘earth ﾠ science’ ﾠ — ﾠ that ﾠ is, ﾠ in ﾠ association ﾠ with ﾠ
palaeontology ﾠ(15.4%), ﾠromantic ﾠ(2.6%) ﾠand ﾠAboriginal ﾠ(0.02%). ﾠThey ﾠexempted ﾠ
from ﾠanalysis ﾠ5.6% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠexpress ﾠan ﾠopinion ﾠand ﾠ2.3% ﾠ ﾠ 51 ﾠ
whose ﾠanswers ﾠwere ﾠconsidered ﾠunclear, ﾠcynical ﾠor ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠcare ﾠ
(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ402). ﾠIn ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠDavis’ ﾠand ﾠMcManamon’s ﾠ
categories ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(romanticism, ﾠaesthetics, ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠ
human ﾠ community, ﾠ social ﾠ roots ﾠ and ﾠ technical ﾠ avocation, ﾠ mentioned ﾠ in ﾠ idem: ﾠ
402-ﾭ‐‑3), ﾠ the ﾠ majority ﾠ in ﾠ Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy’s ﾠ survey ﾠ fell ﾠinto ﾠ the ﾠ ‘nature ﾠ of ﾠ
human ﾠ community’ ﾠ and ﾠ ‘social ﾠ roots’ ﾠ categories. ﾠ Their ﾠ research ﾠ added ﾠ the ﾠ
capturing ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbelief ﾠthat ﾠmistakes ﾠarchaeology ﾠfor ﾠpalaeontology ﾠor ﾠgeology. ﾠ
This ﾠ misconception ﾠ was ﾠ revealed ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ major ﾠ feature ﾠ in ﾠ public ﾠ
(mis)understanding ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠNorth ﾠAmerica ﾠas ﾠ38% ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠa ﾠ
previous ﾠsurvey ﾠby ﾠMackinney ﾠ(mentioned ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ403) ﾠand ﾠ52% ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠ
their ﾠown ﾠprevious ﾠsurvey ﾠdemonstrate ﾠ(idem). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
When ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠthe ﾠdisciplinary ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠ
the ﾠmajority ﾠ(70.8%) ﾠplaced ﾠit ﾠwithin ﾠhistory, ﾠ23.3% ﾠwithin ﾠscience ﾠand ﾠ5.8% ﾠ
within ﾠ art ﾠ (Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 402). ﾠ Regarding ﾠ its ﾠ practitioners, ﾠ
participants ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠuniversity ﾠand ﾠmuseum ﾠresearchers ﾠconduct ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ in ﾠ British ﾠ Columbia ﾠ (65.4% ﾠ and ﾠ 38.9% ﾠ respectively) ﾠ
with ﾠ government ﾠ researchers ﾠ (6.6%), ﾠ Aboriginal ﾠ peoples ﾠ (5.7%) ﾠ and ﾠ private ﾠ
consultants ﾠ (4.1%) ﾠ following. ﾠ The ﾠ results ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ are ﾠ
unaware ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ discipline’s ﾠ reality, ﾠ where ﾠ commercial ﾠ cultural ﾠ resource ﾠ
management ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ conducting ﾠ more ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ
practitioners ﾠ(idem: ﾠ403). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠquestion, ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠthat ﾠinformation ﾠon ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠis ﾠaccessible ﾠ
to ﾠyou, ﾠ42.6% ﾠreplied ﾠpositively ﾠand ﾠ19.9% ﾠnegatively, ﾠwhile ﾠ37.5% ﾠwere ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
middle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscale, ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠslight ﾠtendency ﾠtowards ﾠaccessibility ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠ
Guppy ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 404-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ Regarding ﾠ specific ﾠ sources ﾠ of ﾠ information, ﾠ museums ﾠ
turned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠfrequently ﾠmentioned, ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠtelevision ﾠand ﾠ
then ﾠ travel. ﾠ Books ﾠ and ﾠ magazines ﾠ were ﾠ next, ﾠ then ﾠ secondary ﾠ school ﾠ and ﾠ ﾠ 52 ﾠ
college/university ﾠand ﾠlastly ﾠnewspapers, ﾠprimary ﾠschool, ﾠmovies ﾠand ﾠpublic ﾠ
lectures ﾠ(idem: ﾠ405). ﾠFor ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠhow ﾠwould ﾠyou ﾠprefer ﾠto ﾠlearn ﾠmore ﾠabout ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠthree ﾠsources ﾠcame ﾠfirst: ﾠtelevision ﾠ(67.5%), ﾠtravel ﾠ(62%) ﾠ
and ﾠmuseums ﾠ(57.7%). ﾠThen ﾠcame ﾠbooks ﾠ(34.5%), ﾠmagazines ﾠ(33.9%), ﾠeducation ﾠ
courses ﾠ (24.4%), ﾠ newspapers ﾠ (22.8%), ﾠ movies ﾠ (19.5%) ﾠ and ﾠ last ﾠ of ﾠ all ﾠ public ﾠ
lectures ﾠ(16.5%) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ405). ﾠ
 ﾠ
When ﾠasked ﾠto ﾠrate ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠinterest, ﾠ39.9% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠ
Guppy’s ﾠsurvey ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology, ﾠcompared ﾠwith ﾠ
24.5% ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠnot, ﾠclustering ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscale ﾠ(35.5%) ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠslight ﾠ
inclination ﾠ towards ﾠ the ﾠ ‘interested’ ﾠ side ﾠ (Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 405). ﾠ In ﾠ
total, ﾠ 90.7% ﾠ participants ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ had ﾠ visited ﾠ a ﾠ museum ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeological ﾠexhibits ﾠand ﾠ46.4% ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠwhile ﾠonly ﾠ
4% ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠparticipated ﾠin ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠexcavation ﾠ(idem: ﾠ405). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
On ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ whether ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ relevant ﾠ in ﾠ contemporary ﾠ society, ﾠ
61.3% ﾠanswered ﾠpositively ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ10.6% ﾠnegatively, ﾠwith ﾠ28% ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ scale ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ strong ﾠ tendency ﾠ towards ﾠ the ﾠ relevant ﾠ side ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ
Guppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ406). ﾠAmong ﾠsub-ﾭ‐‑disciplines ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
was ﾠ rated ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ important ﾠ (73.3%), ﾠ while ﾠ slightly ﾠ lower ﾠ was ﾠ prehistoric ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ historic ﾠ archaeology ﾠ came ﾠa ﾠ close ﾠ third ﾠ (idem: ﾠ 406). ﾠ On ﾠ the ﾠ
question ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠkinds ﾠof ﾠvalues ﾠarchaeological ﾠobjects ﾠhave, ﾠscholarly ﾠ
values ﾠ dominated ﾠ but ﾠ were ﾠ balanced ﾠ with ﾠ humanistic ﾠ and ﾠ material ﾠ ones. ﾠ
Educational ﾠ value ﾠ came ﾠ first ﾠ (95%), ﾠ scientific ﾠ second ﾠ (87.6%), ﾠ spiritual ﾠ third ﾠ
(75.2%), ﾠmonetary ﾠfourth ﾠ(54.6%), ﾠaesthetic ﾠfifth ﾠ(52.4%), ﾠpolitical ﾠsixth ﾠ(36.5%) ﾠ
and ﾠlastly ﾠthe ﾠ‘no ﾠvalue’ ﾠanswer ﾠ(1.1%) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ408). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠlegislation ﾠfor ﾠprotection, ﾠ68.2% ﾠwere ﾠ
not ﾠsure ﾠif ﾠgovernments ﾠhad ﾠlaws ﾠin ﾠplace ﾠfor ﾠprotection ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠof ﾠresearch, ﾠ ﾠ 53 ﾠ
5.2% ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ did ﾠ not, ﾠ and ﾠ only ﾠ 26.6% ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ did, ﾠ thus ﾠ
demonstrating ﾠ a ﾠ high ﾠ degree ﾠ of ﾠ ignorance ﾠ (in ﾠ total, ﾠ 73.4%) ﾠ in ﾠ regard ﾠ to ﾠ
legislation ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠin ﾠplace ﾠsince ﾠ1960 ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ410). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Based ﾠon ﾠpublic ﾠopinion ﾠstudies ﾠregarding ﾠenvironmental ﾠissues, ﾠthey ﾠcross-ﾭ‐‑
tabulated ﾠ the ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ survey ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ level, ﾠ age ﾠ and ﾠ
gender ﾠof ﾠparticipants, ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠexplain ﾠvariation. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠsuch ﾠstudies, ﾠ
people ﾠwith ﾠhigher ﾠeducation ﾠare ﾠexpected ﾠto ﾠknow ﾠmore ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠconcerned ﾠabout ﾠconservation ﾠissues ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠthose ﾠ
with ﾠless ﾠeducation. ﾠWith ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠage, ﾠyounger ﾠindividuals ﾠare ﾠexpected ﾠto ﾠ
value ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage ﾠpreservation ﾠmore. ﾠLastly, ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠgender, ﾠ
females ﾠ are ﾠ expected ﾠ to ﾠ express ﾠ greater ﾠ concern ﾠ than ﾠ males ﾠ (Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ
Guppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ412, ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠreferences ﾠon ﾠenvironmental ﾠstudies). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠcombined ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠsets ﾠof ﾠquestions ﾠto ﾠacquire ﾠindexes ﾠ
of ﾠ knowledge, ﾠ interest-ﾭ‐‑participation, ﾠ a ﾠ comprehensive ﾠ index ﾠ of ﾠ perceived ﾠ
importance ﾠand ﾠan ﾠawareness ﾠand ﾠsupport ﾠindex. ﾠIn ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠeducational ﾠlevel, ﾠ
there ﾠwere ﾠsignificant ﾠvariations ﾠin ﾠall ﾠindexes ﾠacross ﾠthree ﾠeducational ﾠlevels ﾠ
(high ﾠschool ﾠor ﾠless, ﾠtechnical-ﾭ‐‑vocational ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑secondary, ﾠand ﾠuniversity ﾠlevel). ﾠ
More ﾠ specifically, ﾠ the ﾠ knowledge ﾠ and ﾠ interest-ﾭ‐‑participation ﾠ indices ﾠ increased ﾠ
with ﾠ educational ﾠ level. ﾠ People ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ technical-ﾭ‐‑vocational ﾠ education ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠ the ﾠ highest ﾠ awareness ﾠ and ﾠ support ﾠ for ﾠ conservation ﾠ and ﾠ
attributed ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠrelevance ﾠto ﾠarchaeology, ﾠwith ﾠthose ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠuniversity ﾠ
education ﾠfollowing ﾠin ﾠboth ﾠcases. ﾠEducational ﾠlevel ﾠalso ﾠcorrelated ﾠsignificantly ﾠ
with ﾠ monetary, ﾠ political, ﾠ aesthetic ﾠ and ﾠ spiritual ﾠ values: ﾠ while ﾠ university ﾠ
graduates ﾠhad ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠselection ﾠrate ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠvalues, ﾠthose ﾠwith ﾠhigh ﾠschool ﾠ
or ﾠlower ﾠeducation ﾠhad ﾠthe ﾠlowest ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ412-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ ﾠ
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Regarding ﾠage ﾠas ﾠdivided ﾠin ﾠthree ﾠgroups ﾠ(18 ﾠto ﾠ35, ﾠ36 ﾠto ﾠ50 ﾠand ﾠover ﾠ50 ﾠyears ﾠ
old), ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠknowledge ﾠand ﾠawareness-ﾭ‐‑support ﾠincreased ﾠsignificantly ﾠ
with ﾠage, ﾠwhile ﾠpublic ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠparticipation ﾠdecreased ﾠsignificantly. ﾠThe ﾠ
relevance ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ correlate ﾠ significantly ﾠ with ﾠ age, ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ
association ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠvalue ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠalso ﾠdecreased ﾠsignificantly ﾠ
with ﾠage ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠ1999: ﾠ413). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ gender, ﾠ females ﾠ attributed ﾠ significantly ﾠ higher ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeology ﾠthan ﾠmales, ﾠsignificantly ﾠmore ﾠmales ﾠattributed ﾠpolitical ﾠvalue ﾠto ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠ while ﾠ significantly ﾠ more ﾠ females ﾠ attributed ﾠ educational ﾠ and ﾠ
spiritual ﾠ values ﾠ(Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 413). ﾠ It ﾠ seemed ﾠ that ﾠ individuals ﾠ
most ﾠlikely ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠand ﾠbe ﾠconcerned ﾠabout ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage ﾠwere ﾠ
female, ﾠmiddle ﾠaged ﾠor ﾠolder, ﾠwith ﾠsome ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑secondary ﾠeducation ﾠ(idem: ﾠ414); ﾠ
the ﾠ only ﾠ significant ﾠ difference ﾠ with ﾠ Merriman’s ﾠ museum ﾠ visitor ﾠ being ﾠ the ﾠ
gender ﾠ(see ﾠabove). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfindings ﾠof ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy’s ﾠsurvey ﾠrevealed ﾠcontradictions ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠ
perceptions ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠclear ﾠevidence ﾠto ﾠsupport ﾠtheir ﾠfindings. ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠ
one ﾠ hand, ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ general ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ support ﾠ for ﾠ
conservation ﾠefforts. ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠarchaeology ﾠwas ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠof ﾠlittle ﾠ
importance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠand ﾠmost ﾠvital ﾠissues, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠ
artefacts, ﾠ indigenous ﾠ stewardship ﾠ and ﾠ archaeological ﾠ legislation, ﾠ were ﾠ
misperceived ﾠ (Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 415). ﾠ In ﾠ spite ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ
appreciate ﾠ public ﾠ perceptions, ﾠ they ﾠ insisted ﾠ throughout ﾠ their ﾠ paper ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
utilitarian ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ such ﾠ information ﾠ in ﾠ strengthening ﾠ public ﾠ support ﾠ and ﾠ
acquiring ﾠ resources ﾠ for ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work, ﾠ thus ﾠ differentiating ﾠ theirs ﾠ from ﾠ
similar ﾠ projects ﾠ embedded ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠp u b l i c  ﾠ
resource ﾠand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠresponsibility ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠto ﾠshare ﾠthis ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
public. ﾠFurthermore, ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠstated ﾠthat: ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 55 ﾠ
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The ﾠprofession ﾠmust ﾠaddress ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠcredibility ﾠissue, ﾠgiven ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠ
majority ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ believe ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ are ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ
knowledgeable ﾠinterpreters ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠrecord, ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠ
to ﾠbe ﾠeffective ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠefforts ﾠ(idem). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Thus, ﾠ they ﾠ expressed ﾠ their ﾠ belief ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ authority ﾠ and ﾠ supremacy ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠ interpretations, ﾠ differentiating ﾠ again ﾠ their ﾠ perspective ﾠ from ﾠ
more ﾠsocially ﾠattuned ﾠperspectives ﾠon ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
 ﾠ
On ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ topic, ﾠ a ﾠ group ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ organisations ﾠ commissioned ﾠ a ﾠ
survey ﾠ on ﾠ public ﾠ perception ﾠ and ﾠ attitudes ﾠ to ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ its ﾠ practice, ﾠ its ﾠ
outcomes ﾠand ﾠits ﾠvalues ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUS. ﾠAgain ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠframework ﾠwas ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠ
investigating ﾠawareness, ﾠperceptions ﾠand ﾠknowledge, ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠparticipation, ﾠ
importance ﾠand ﾠvalue ﾠand, ﾠfinally, ﾠattitudes ﾠ(Ramos ﾠand ﾠDuganne ﾠ2000: ﾠ3-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠ
The ﾠeconomic ﾠstake ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠcapture ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions, ﾠwith ﾠno ﾠfurther ﾠ
reference ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ resource, ﾠ is ﾠ what ﾠ
distinguishes ﾠthese ﾠNorth ﾠAmerican ﾠapproaches. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠRamos ﾠand ﾠDuganne ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠutilise ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy’s ﾠanswer ﾠ
categories ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ what ﾠ comes ﾠ to ﾠ mind ﾠ when ﾠ you ﾠ hear ﾠ the ﾠ word ﾠ
‘archaeology’?, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ breakdown ﾠ they ﾠ have ﾠ presented ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ
publication, ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠsay ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠprovided ﾠaccurate ﾠresponses ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ
42%, ﾠ‘digging’, ﾠ‘digging ﾠartefacts/things ﾠor ﾠobjects ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠpast’ ﾠand ﾠ‘digging ﾠ
up ﾠbones’), ﾠ20% ﾠgave ﾠreasonable ﾠanswers ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘history, ﾠheritage, ﾠand ﾠantiquity’, ﾠ
‘ancient ﾠcultures ﾠand ﾠcivilisations’), ﾠwhile ﾠ10% ﾠrevealed ﾠmisinterpretations ﾠsuch ﾠ
as ﾠ‘dinosaurs/dinosaur ﾠbones’ ﾠ(Ramos ﾠand ﾠDuganne ﾠ2000: ﾠ11). ﾠThe ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠ
(96%) ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠwhat ﾠhappens ﾠto ﾠthings ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠdug ﾠup ﾠor ﾠfound ﾠby ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwere ﾠaccurate: ﾠamong ﾠothers ﾠ‘donated/sold ﾠto ﾠmuseums/museum ﾠ ﾠ 56 ﾠ
researchers’ ﾠ(77%), ﾠ‘studied ﾠand/or ﾠdocumented ﾠby ﾠresearchers’ ﾠ(32%), ﾠ‘given ﾠto ﾠ
labs ﾠand/or ﾠto ﾠresearchers ﾠfor ﾠstudy’ ﾠ(17%), ﾠ‘put ﾠon ﾠdisplay’ ﾠ(13%), ﾠ‘given ﾠto ﾠ
universities/university ﾠresearchers’ ﾠ(11%) ﾠand ﾠ‘are ﾠpreserved’ ﾠ(11%) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ12-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ
Among ﾠgroups ﾠof ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠconduct ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork, ﾠparticipants ﾠrated ﾠ
highest ﾠmuseums ﾠthen ﾠ universities, ﾠNative ﾠAmericans, ﾠgovernment ﾠagencies, ﾠ
private ﾠconsulting ﾠfirms ﾠand ﾠlastly ﾠprivate ﾠindividuals ﾠ(idem: ﾠ16). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠknowledge ﾠon ﾠarchaeology, ﾠfirst ﾠcame ﾠpopular ﾠmedia, ﾠ
such ﾠas ﾠtelevision ﾠ(56%), ﾠmagazines ﾠ(33%) ﾠand ﾠnewspapers ﾠ(24%), ﾠthen ﾠcame ﾠ
traditional ﾠmethods, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠbooks ﾠand ﾠencyclopaedias ﾠ(33%), ﾠsecondary ﾠschool ﾠ
(20%), ﾠcollege ﾠ(23%) ﾠand ﾠprimary ﾠschool ﾠ(10%). ﾠLast ﾠof ﾠall ﾠcame ﾠpublic ﾠlectures ﾠ
(1%), ﾠ historical ﾠ or ﾠ cultural ﾠ events ﾠ (1%) ﾠ and ﾠ participation ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ dig ﾠ or ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ project ﾠ (2%) ﾠ (Ramos ﾠ and ﾠ Duganne ﾠ 2000: ﾠ 16-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ Regarding ﾠ
preferred ﾠmethods ﾠof ﾠlearning, ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠor ﾠless ﾠin ﾠagreement ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
actual ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠlearning: ﾠtelevision ﾠ(50%), ﾠmagazines ﾠand ﾠperiodicals ﾠ(22%), ﾠ
books ﾠand ﾠencyclopaedias ﾠ(21%), ﾠnewspapers ﾠ(11%) ﾠand ﾠhands-ﾭ‐‑on ﾠenvironment ﾠ
(7%). ﾠ Again ﾠ very ﾠ little ﾠ interest ﾠ was ﾠ expressed ﾠ in ﾠ learning ﾠ through ﾠ local ﾠ
archaeological ﾠor ﾠhistorical ﾠsocieties ﾠ(1%), ﾠhistorical ﾠor ﾠcultural ﾠevents ﾠ(1%) ﾠand ﾠ
preservation ﾠor ﾠconservation ﾠgroups ﾠ(0.1%) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ18). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Their ﾠ survey ﾠ also ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ overall ﾠ people ﾠ tended ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ more ﾠ
interested ﾠthan ﾠuninterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology, ﾠwith ﾠinterest ﾠrising ﾠamong ﾠpeople ﾠ
who ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠis ﾠ important ﾠ and ﾠ people ﾠwho ﾠ had ﾠ visited ﾠ an ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ (Ramos ﾠ and ﾠ Duganne ﾠ 2000: ﾠ 20). ﾠ People ﾠ visited ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ museums ﾠ (88%) ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ (37%), ﾠ out ﾠ of ﾠ
which ﾠ12% ﾠhad ﾠparticipated ﾠin ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠexcavation, ﾠand ﾠfar ﾠfewer ﾠhad ﾠ
participated ﾠin ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠevent ﾠ(11%) ﾠ(idem: ﾠ21). ﾠRegarding ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠ
for ﾠvisiting ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite, ﾠ33% ﾠmentioned ﾠinterest, ﾠ20% ﾠcuriosity, ﾠ25% ﾠa ﾠ ﾠ 57 ﾠ
tour/vacation, ﾠ18% ﾠa ﾠvisit ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠ3% ﾠrecreation, ﾠ7% ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠ
7% ﾠhad ﾠgone ﾠwith ﾠschool ﾠ(idem: ﾠ22). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠtoday’s ﾠsociety, ﾠparticipants ﾠtended ﾠ
to ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ very ﾠ important. ﾠ Females ﾠ found ﾠ it ﾠ more ﾠ important ﾠ than ﾠ
males, ﾠand ﾠpeople ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠages ﾠof ﾠ18 ﾠand ﾠ34 ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠimportant ﾠ
than ﾠpeople ﾠaged ﾠ55 ﾠand ﾠover ﾠ(Ramos ﾠand ﾠDuganne ﾠ2000: ﾠ23). ﾠRegarding ﾠthe ﾠ
value ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠalmost ﾠall ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠ
educational ﾠ and ﾠ scientific ﾠ value ﾠ (99%), ﾠ 94% ﾠ also ﾠ stated ﾠ aesthetic ﾠ and ﾠ artistic ﾠ
value, ﾠ93% ﾠmentioned ﾠpersonal ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠ88% ﾠspiritual ﾠvalue. ﾠSeventy-ﾭ‐‑three ﾠ
per ﾠcent ﾠstated ﾠmonetary ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠ59% ﾠpolitical ﾠvalue ﾠ(idem: ﾠ25). ﾠRegarding ﾠ
awareness ﾠ of ﾠ current ﾠ legislative ﾠ measures, ﾠ 28% ﾠ knew ﾠ of ﾠ laws ﾠ protecting ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites, ﾠ22% ﾠof ﾠlaws ﾠprotecting ﾠshipwrecks, ﾠ24% ﾠunmarked ﾠhuman ﾠ
burials ﾠand ﾠ23% ﾠlaws ﾠregulating ﾠthe ﾠantiquities ﾠtrade ﾠ(idem ﾠ28). ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠ survey ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ American ﾠ public ﾠ understands, ﾠ in ﾠ broad ﾠ
terms ﾠand ﾠquite ﾠaccurately, ﾠwhat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis. ﾠMisunderstandings ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠ
subject ﾠ of ﾠ study ﾠ mainly ﾠ evolve ﾠ around ﾠ the ﾠ ‘earth ﾠ science ﾠ perception’, ﾠ as ﾠ
discussed ﾠ by ﾠ Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ (see ﾠ above), ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ inclusion ﾠ of ﾠ
dinosaurs ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠinterests ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠHowever, ﾠmore ﾠdetailed ﾠ
knowledge ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠor ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdo ﾠis ﾠneither ﾠsound ﾠnor ﾠ
apparent. ﾠAmericans ﾠare ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠ
both ﾠimportant ﾠand ﾠvaluable ﾠto ﾠsociety ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠand ﾠ
improve ﾠthe ﾠfuture. ﾠThey ﾠsupport ﾠlegislation ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠprotection, ﾠalthough ﾠwith ﾠ
less ﾠ conviction ﾠ when ﾠ this ﾠ affects ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ or ﾠ public ﾠ property ﾠ (Ramos ﾠ and ﾠ
Duganne ﾠ2000: ﾠ30-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠsimilar ﾠsurvey ﾠwas ﾠconducted ﾠamong ﾠundergraduate ﾠstudents ﾠin ﾠAustralia ﾠin ﾠ
2001 ﾠ (Balme ﾠ and ﾠ Wilson ﾠ 2004). ﾠ Again, ﾠ the ﾠ research ﾠ framework ﾠ included ﾠ ﾠ 58 ﾠ
questions ﾠ on ﾠ knowledge ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ Australian ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ
particular, ﾠ sources ﾠ of ﾠ knowledge ﾠ and ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ it, ﾠ and ﾠ finally, ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑
archaeological ﾠ interpretations ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ (idem: ﾠ 20). ﾠ Although ﾠ two ﾠ students ﾠ
majored ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠothers ﾠmay ﾠhave ﾠattended ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠminor ﾠ
course, ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ variety ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ majors ﾠwere ﾠ represented ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ sample. ﾠ The ﾠ
survey ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ despite ﾠ having ﾠ a ﾠ reasonably ﾠ good ﾠ idea ﾠ of ﾠ what ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ is, ﾠ the ﾠ confusion ﾠ with ﾠ ‘earth ﾠ sciences’ ﾠ persisted ﾠ (see ﾠ above). ﾠ
Respondents ﾠ related ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ mostly ﾠ with ﾠ Classical ﾠ archaeology ﾠ
rather ﾠthan ﾠindigenous ﾠor ﾠpre-ﾭ‐‑Classical ﾠEuropean ﾠpasts, ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠbeing ﾠ
that ﾠ the ﾠ student ﾠ body ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ University ﾠ of ﾠ Western ﾠ Australia ﾠ was ﾠ largely ﾠ
composed ﾠ of ﾠ Australians ﾠ of ﾠ European ﾠ descent ﾠ and ﾠ therefore ﾠ they ﾠ tended ﾠ to ﾠ
identify ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeology ﾠmore ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠpast. ﾠMore ﾠthan ﾠhalf ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠ were ﾠ interested ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ had ﾠ even ﾠ a ﾠ vague ﾠ idea ﾠ of ﾠ recent ﾠ
archaeological ﾠwork, ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠsignificance ﾠto ﾠIndigenous ﾠpeoples ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠ
as ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠfor ﾠhow ﾠlong ﾠAustralia ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠpopulated ﾠ(idem: ﾠ23-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
Local ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfore ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠrecently, ﾠ
through ﾠresearch ﾠinto ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠdeveloped ﾠbetween ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
and ﾠ specific ﾠ archaeological ﾠ projects. ﾠ An ﾠ example ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ research ﾠ
conducted ﾠ by ﾠ Matsuda ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ town ﾠ of ﾠ Somma ﾠ Vesuviana ﾠ in ﾠ Italy. ﾠ Matsuda ﾠ
proposed ﾠ a ﾠ schema ﾠ to ﾠ represent ﾠ the ﾠ stages ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ locals’ ﾠ
perception ﾠand ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite. ﾠBased ﾠon ﾠparticipants’ ﾠ
answers ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠwhat ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVilla?, ﾠMatsuda ﾠreduced ﾠ778 ﾠ
answers ﾠto ﾠfour ﾠcategories ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠdevelopment ﾠas ﾠideas ﾠ
in ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠcontextualisation. ﾠHe ﾠthen ﾠsuggested ﾠfour ﾠstages, ﾠrepresenting ﾠ
earlier ﾠstages ﾠof ﾠcontextualisation, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠphenomenological ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠVilla ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘beautiful’, ﾠ‘impressive’, ﾠstage ﾠA) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrecognition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVilla ﾠ
as ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘much ﾠbigger ﾠthan ﾠexpected’, ﾠstage ﾠB), ﾠand ﾠlater ﾠ
stages ﾠof ﾠcontextualisation ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVilla ﾠin ﾠits ﾠpresent ﾠ ﾠ 59 ﾠ
cultural, ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠcontext ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘great ﾠheritage ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea’, ﾠstage ﾠC) ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVilla ﾠand ﾠsurrounding ﾠarea ﾠin ﾠits ﾠpast ﾠcontext ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ
‘could ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠVilla ﾠof ﾠAugustus’, ﾠstage ﾠD). ﾠThe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
go ﾠbeyond ﾠstage ﾠB ﾠ(632 ﾠout ﾠof ﾠ778) ﾠwhile ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠcontextualised ﾠthe ﾠVilla ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠ(31 ﾠout ﾠof ﾠ778) ﾠ(Matsuda ﾠ2009: ﾠ186-ﾭ‐‑200). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Overall, ﾠMatsuda ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠfactors ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠattachment ﾠ
with ﾠ locality ﾠ explained ﾠ the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ visiting ﾠ patterns ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ site. ﾠ Locals’ ﾠ
perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ were ﾠ largely ﾠ formed ﾠ through ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ experience. ﾠ
Stakeholders’ ﾠapproaches ﾠdepended ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
presence ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ ongoing ﾠ project ﾠ affected ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community’s ﾠ multifaceted ﾠ
engagement ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsite. ﾠFinally, ﾠMatsuda ﾠargued ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠshould ﾠ
try ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠtheir ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠreaching ﾠout ﾠfor ﾠit ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠpublic ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠeffective ﾠwhen ﾠit ﾠis ﾠpracticed ﾠas ﾠaction ﾠresearch ﾠ(Matsuda ﾠ
2009: ﾠ403-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1.11 Conclusions 
The ﾠ developments ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ this ﾠ chapter ﾠ effectively ﾠ resulted ﾠ over ﾠ recent ﾠ
time ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrealisation ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠno ﾠsingle ﾠmonolithic ﾠpast ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠbut ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠis ﾠexperienced ﾠand ﾠinterpreted ﾠin ﾠdifferent ﾠways ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠ
people. ﾠThus ﾠwhat ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠtermed ﾠconventional ﾠarchaeological ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ past ﾠ constitutes ﾠ only ﾠ one ﾠ legitimate ﾠ approach, ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ constantly ﾠ
challenged ﾠ by ﾠ interpretations ﾠ valued ﾠ by ﾠ other ﾠ groups. ﾠ This ﾠ recognition ﾠ has ﾠ
helped ﾠarchaeologists ﾠrecognise ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠauthority ﾠand ﾠexclusivity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
hegemonic ﾠdiscourse ﾠapplied ﾠby ﾠWestern ﾠscholarship. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠbrought ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
acceptance ﾠof ﾠa ﾠfar ﾠricher ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠinterpretations ﾠand ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ
and ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠliving ﾠtraditions, ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠtherefore ﾠassumed ﾠ
greater ﾠrelevance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠthan ﾠever ﾠbefore. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 60 ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ developments ﾠ contribute ﾠ constantly ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ broadening ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ fields ﾠ that ﾠ are ﾠ occasionally ﾠ difficult ﾠ to ﾠ distinguish ﾠ from ﾠ one ﾠ
another. ﾠ Researchers ﾠ spend ﾠ a ﾠ lot ﾠ of ﾠ energy ﾠ on ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑adapting ﾠ these ﾠ ideas ﾠ to ﾠ
concerns ﾠ from ﾠ similar ﾠ fields ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ social ﾠ anthropology ﾠ and ﾠ ethnography). ﾠ
Although ﾠthey ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠbringing ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠcloser, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠ
still ﾠquestionable ﾠwhether ﾠthese ﾠnew ﾠdevelopments ﾠare ﾠany ﾠmore ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
public ﾠthan ﾠtraditional ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠso ﾠfar. ﾠ ﾠ
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CHAPTER  TWO.  ARCHAEOLOGICAL  RESOURCE 
MANAGEMENT IN GREECE  
2.1 Politics, Economics, Legislation and Administration  
2.1.1 Introduction 
This ﾠchapter ﾠis ﾠan ﾠhistorical ﾠoverview ﾠand ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠanalysis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠ state ﾠ up ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ present ﾠ day. ﾠ All ﾠ countries ﾠ have ﾠ slightly ﾠ differing ﾠ
approaches ﾠand ﾠhistories ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠfield, ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠis ﾠparticularly ﾠcomplex ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠstate ﾠof ﾠplay ﾠcan ﾠonly ﾠbe ﾠunderstood ﾠif ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠits ﾠ
modern ﾠhistory ﾠis ﾠclear. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠpolitical, ﾠeconomic, ﾠlegislative ﾠand ﾠadministrative ﾠcontexts ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
is ﾠ practiced ﾠ in ﾠ are ﾠ interrelated ﾠ and ﾠ influence ﾠ one ﾠ another ﾠ mutually. ﾠ In ﾠt h i s  ﾠ
chapter ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠpresented ﾠunder ﾠseparate ﾠheadings ﾠin ﾠline ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠstructure ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠthesis. ﾠWhile, ﾠpolitics, ﾠlegislation ﾠand ﾠadministration ﾠare ﾠinvestigated ﾠfrom ﾠ
the ﾠ emergence ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ state ﾠ until ﾠ today, ﾠ the ﾠ discussion ﾠ of ﾠ economics ﾠ
concentrates ﾠ on ﾠ more ﾠ recent ﾠ years, ﾠ for ﾠ which ﾠ data ﾠ is ﾠ readily ﾠ available. ﾠ
Additionally, ﾠthis ﾠdiscussion ﾠrelates ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠboth ﾠa ﾠdiscipline ﾠand ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
system ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠas ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠmodern ﾠtimes. ﾠ
Pre-ﾭ‐‑existing ﾠrelationships ﾠand ﾠindigenous ﾠarchaeologies ﾠas ﾠHamilakis ﾠhas ﾠcalled ﾠ
them ﾠ (2008), ﾠ are ﾠ here ﾠ only ﾠ considered ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ administration ﾠ and ﾠ
bureaucracy ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.1.2 The Greek Politics of the Past  
The ﾠ relationship ﾠ modern ﾠ Greeks ﾠ have ﾠ developed ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwas ﾠfirst ﾠformulated ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠeighteenth ﾠcentury ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠtwo ﾠ ﾠ 62 ﾠ
interdependent ﾠfactors: ﾠthe ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠchanges ﾠtaking ﾠplace ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠ
peninsula ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠcultural ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠdevelopments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtime, ﾠ
mainly ﾠHellenism2 ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠbalance ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠGreat ﾠPowers ﾠ(Demaras ﾠ1977; ﾠ
for ﾠ a ﾠ list ﾠ of ﾠ important ﾠ dates ﾠ in ﾠ modern ﾠ Greek ﾠ history ﾠ see ﾠ Appendix ﾠ I). ﾠThe ﾠ
examination ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ historical ﾠ circumstances ﾠ within ﾠ which ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ state ﾠ
emerged ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ early ﾠ development ﾠ are ﾠ critical ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
reasons ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ways ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ was ﾠ used ﾠ to ﾠ support ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ claim ﾠ for ﾠ
independence ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠshaping ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠby ﾠmodern ﾠGreeks ﾠ
(Skopetea ﾠ1988). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠessential ﾠto ﾠinvestigate ﾠthe ﾠEighteenth ﾠcentury, ﾠknown ﾠin ﾠ
Greek ﾠnational ﾠhistoriography ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcentury ﾠof ﾠ‘national ﾠawareness’ ﾠ(Svoronos, ﾠ
1994: ﾠ51; ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠtheoretical ﾠimplications ﾠof ﾠ the ﾠ term, ﾠsee ﾠKitromilides ﾠ
2003: ﾠ55-ﾭ‐‑71) ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘Neohellenic ﾠEnlightenment’ ﾠ(Demaras ﾠ1977). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The Seeds of the Emerging Greek Nation State 
The ﾠ relatively ﾠ stable ﾠ conditions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ declining ﾠ Ottoman ﾠ Empire ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
eighteenth ﾠcentury ﾠallowed ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠflourishing ﾠactivity ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠcommerce ﾠin ﾠ
connection ﾠ with ﾠ markets ﾠ of ﾠ central ﾠ Europe, ﾠ where ﾠ colonies ﾠ were ﾠ soon ﾠ
established ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠmerchant ﾠclass, ﾠfor ﾠexample ﾠin ﾠAmsterdam, ﾠVienna, ﾠ
Odessa, ﾠ Marseille ﾠ and ﾠ elsewhere. ﾠ The ﾠ socio-ﾭ‐‑economic ﾠ conditions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
orthodox ﾠ communities ﾠ improved, ﾠ new ﾠ urban ﾠ centres ﾠ developed ﾠ and ﾠ Greek ﾠ
became ﾠthe ﾠlingua ﾠfranca ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠBalkan ﾠPeninsula ﾠ(Svoronos ﾠ1994: ﾠ51-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠThis ﾠ
emerging ﾠmerchant ﾠclass ﾠsupported ﾠthe ﾠeducational ﾠrevival ﾠof ﾠGreek-ﾭ‐‑speaking ﾠ
orthodox ﾠcommunities ﾠby ﾠfunding ﾠschools, ﾠlibraries ﾠand ﾠpublishing ﾠhouses ﾠand ﾠ
by ﾠ disseminating ﾠ the ﾠ ideas ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ European ﾠ Enlightenment ﾠ and ﾠ French ﾠ
Revolution, ﾠ the ﾠ writings ﾠ of ﾠ Locke, ﾠ Voltaire, ﾠ Rousseau ﾠ and ﾠ Diderot, ﾠ which ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
2 ﾠThe ﾠterm ﾠ‘Hellenism’ ﾠis ﾠused ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠMorris ﾠdefined ﾠit ﾠ(1994: ﾠ11) ﾠas ﾠ‘the ﾠidealisation ﾠof ﾠ
ancient ﾠGreece ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠbirthplace ﾠof ﾠa ﾠEuropean ﾠspirit’ ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
quest ﾠof ﾠEuropeanness ﾠand ﾠprevailed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠeighteenth ﾠcentury. ﾠ ﾠ 63 ﾠ
contributed ﾠ to ﾠ an ﾠ intellectual ﾠ revitalisation, ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Neohellenic ﾠ
Enlightenment’ ﾠ(1774-ﾭ‐‑1821) ﾠ(Demaras ﾠ1977: ﾠ1-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠThe ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠantiquity ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmodel ﾠ
of ﾠfree ﾠthought ﾠand ﾠindividual ﾠdignity, ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdark ﾠtimes ﾠof ﾠ the ﾠ
Ottoman ﾠoccupation, ﾠensured ﾠa ﾠreturn ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠclassics ﾠand ﾠan ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Classical ﾠpast ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠeyes ﾠof ﾠ‘Enlightened ﾠEurope’ ﾠand ﾠHellenism. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Adamantios ﾠ Korais ﾠ (1748-ﾭ‐‑1833) ﾠ was ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ eminent ﾠ figures ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
‘Neohellenic ﾠEnlightenment’, ﾠwhose ﾠwork ﾠsuperseded ﾠits ﾠboundaries. ﾠHe ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠ
son ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmerchant ﾠand ﾠhe ﾠlived ﾠin ﾠAmsterdam ﾠand ﾠin ﾠMontpellier ﾠfrom ﾠwhere ﾠ
he ﾠedited ﾠthe ﾠHelliniki ﾠVivliothiki ﾠ(Greek ﾠLibrary), ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠthat ﾠaimed ﾠto ﾠacquaint ﾠ
the ﾠ people ﾠ with ﾠ Classical ﾠ writers, ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ preface ﾠ in ﾠ each ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ volumes ﾠ
dedicated ﾠ to ﾠ issues ﾠ of ﾠ education ﾠ and ﾠ culture ﾠ in ﾠ contemporary ﾠ Greece. ﾠ His ﾠ
extensive ﾠ preoccupation ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ revival ﾠ led ﾠ him ﾠ in ﾠ 1807 ﾠ to ﾠ 13 ﾠ
suggestions ﾠon ﾠmeasures ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠEcumenical ﾠPatriarchate ﾠshould ﾠimplement ﾠto ﾠ
safeguard ﾠmanuscripts ﾠand ﾠmonuments ﾠall ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠlands; ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠ
first ﾠclearly ﾠarticulated ﾠproposal ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsoon ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
founded ﾠstate ﾠ(Kokkou ﾠ1977: ﾠ27-ﾭ‐‑31). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠnational ﾠmovement ﾠfor ﾠ independence ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠdeclining  ﾠ
Ottoman ﾠEmpire ﾠled ﾠto ﾠwar ﾠin ﾠ1821. ﾠThe ﾠmerchants ﾠwere ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠgroups ﾠ
most ﾠ concerned ﾠ with ﾠ overthrowing ﾠ the ﾠ Ottoman ﾠ authority ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ
unpredictability ﾠ and ﾠ uncertainty. ﾠ However, ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ doubtful ﾠ how ﾠ and ﾠ if ﾠ this ﾠ
discontent ﾠ was ﾠ transformed ﾠ into ﾠ political ﾠ action ﾠ and ﾠ whether ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ
successful ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠclass ﾠwere ﾠin ﾠfact ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠchallenge ﾠthe ﾠexisting ﾠ
system ﾠ(Clogg ﾠ1973: ﾠ10-ﾭ‐‑16). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Hellenism and Philhellenism 
It ﾠ was ﾠ at ﾠ this ﾠ time ﾠ that ﾠ J.J. ﾠ Winckelmann ﾠ (1717-ﾭ‐‑68), ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ ‘father ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ 64 ﾠ
archaeology’, ﾠ created ﾠ the ﾠ basis ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ idea ﾠ of ﾠ Hellenism. ﾠ At ﾠ a ﾠ time ﾠ when ﾠ
interest ﾠin ﾠClassical ﾠart ﾠand ﾠarchitecture ﾠculminated ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrace ﾠfor ﾠcollections ﾠ
started, ﾠhis ﾠHistory ﾠof ﾠArt ﾠin ﾠAntiquity ﾠ(Geschichte ﾠder ﾠKunst ﾠdes ﾠAltertums, ﾠ1764) ﾠ
associated ﾠthe ﾠstylistic ﾠphases ﾠof ﾠClassical ﾠGreek ﾠart ﾠwith ﾠstages ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠspiritual, ﾠ
cultural ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreece. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠthis ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠ between ﾠ political ﾠ liberty ﾠ and ﾠ artistic ﾠ excellence ﾠ that ﾠ led ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
idealization ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ golden ﾠ Classical ﾠ age ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ Hellenism ﾠ (Potts ﾠ 1994). ﾠ The ﾠ
notion ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfount ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠspirit ﾠwas ﾠlocated ﾠin ﾠancient ﾠGreece ﾠas ﾠ
idealised ﾠby ﾠcurrent ﾠscholarship ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠquest ﾠto ﾠdefine ﾠ
a ﾠEuropean ﾠidentity ﾠand ﾠprevailed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠeighteenth ﾠcentury ﾠ(Morris ﾠ1994: ﾠ11). ﾠ
This ﾠnotion ﾠdetermined ﾠin ﾠa ﾠreflective ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠidentity, ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ
and ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ future ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ inhabitants ﾠ of ﾠ what ﾠ had ﾠ been ﾠ defined ﾠ since ﾠ
antiquity ﾠas ﾠGreek ﾠland. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠresulting ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠdemand ﾠfor ﾠinformation ﾠabout ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠits ﾠClassical ﾠ
past ﾠwas ﾠsatisfied ﾠby ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠas ﾠtravelling ﾠconditions ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
region ﾠimproved, ﾠand ﾠGreece ﾠbecame ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGrand ﾠTour ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEnglish ﾠ
aristocracy. ﾠThe ﾠnotes ﾠand ﾠsketches ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠtravels ﾠof ﾠJacques ﾠCarrey ﾠ(1674), ﾠ
Jacob ﾠSpon ﾠ(1675-ﾭ‐‑6), ﾠJames ﾠStuart ﾠwith ﾠNicholas ﾠRevett ﾠ(1751-ﾭ‐‑53) ﾠand ﾠothers, ﾠ
remain ﾠinvaluable ﾠsources ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠcondition ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠmonuments ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
seventeenth ﾠ and ﾠ eighteenth ﾠ centuries. ﾠ The ﾠ influence ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ on ﾠ their ﾠ
contemporaries ﾠ was ﾠ considerable, ﾠ and ﾠ scholars, ﾠ antiquarians ﾠ and ﾠ travellers ﾠ
looked ﾠ to ﾠ Greece ﾠ for ﾠ examples ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Hellenic ﾠ ideal ﾠ that ﾠ Winckelmann ﾠ had ﾠ
championed ﾠ(Potts ﾠ1994). ﾠPoetry, ﾠliterature, ﾠart ﾠand ﾠfolk ﾠstudies ﾠbecame ﾠmeans ﾠ
of ﾠcommunicating ﾠnews ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠEurope ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠheroic ﾠresistance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Greeks ﾠ(e.g. ﾠComte ﾠde ﾠChoiseul-ﾭ‐‑Gouffier’s ﾠVoyage ﾠpittoresque ﾠde ﾠla ﾠGrèce ﾠ(1782-ﾭ‐‑
1812), ﾠ Lord ﾠ Byron’s ﾠ Childe ﾠ Harold ﾠ (1818), ﾠ J.F.C. ﾠ Hoelderlin’s ﾠ Hyperion ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ
Hermit ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ(1797-ﾭ‐‑9), ﾠEugène ﾠDelacroix’s ﾠThe ﾠMassacre ﾠof ﾠChios ﾠ(1824), ﾠand ﾠ
Claude ﾠFauriel’s ﾠChants ﾠpopulaires ﾠde ﾠla ﾠGrèce ﾠModerne ﾠ(1824)). ﾠShelley’s ﾠfamous ﾠ ﾠ 65 ﾠ
proclamation ﾠ‘we ﾠare ﾠall ﾠGreeks’ ﾠillustrated ﾠthis ﾠspirit ﾠmost ﾠeloquently ﾠ(Tsigakou ﾠ
1981: ﾠ48). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Philhellenic ﾠ movement ﾠ stemmed ﾠ from ﾠ these ﾠ influences, ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ multi-ﾭ‐‑
dimensional ﾠ expression ﾠ of ﾠ Hellenism. ﾠ Individuals ﾠ from ﾠ a ﾠ range ﾠ of ﾠ different ﾠ
cultural ﾠ and ﾠ political ﾠ ideologies ﾠ became ﾠ Philhellenes, ﾠ and ﾠ they ﾠ provided ﾠ
material, ﾠethical ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠsupport ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠWar ﾠof ﾠIndependence ﾠby ﾠ
lobbying ﾠin ﾠpolitical ﾠand ﾠdiplomatic ﾠcircles ﾠin ﾠBern, ﾠZurich, ﾠStuttgart, ﾠHamburg, ﾠ
Frankfurt, ﾠMunich, ﾠParis ﾠand ﾠother ﾠcities. ﾠThe ﾠnotion ﾠprevailed ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠwar ﾠ
was ﾠdifferent ﾠfrom ﾠany ﾠother ﾠrevolutionary ﾠmovement ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
restitution ﾠof ﾠClassical ﾠcivilization ﾠand ﾠits ﾠglory ﾠ(Vakalopoulos ﾠ1979: ﾠ168-ﾭ‐‑9, ﾠ172, ﾠ
175). ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠnational ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠcapitals ﾠ
and ﾠ their ﾠ American ﾠ counterparts, ﾠ combined ﾠ with ﾠ their ﾠ competitive ﾠ
relationships, ﾠaccelerated ﾠthe ﾠrace ﾠfor ﾠClassical ﾠantiquities ﾠcollections. ﾠForeign ﾠ
missions ﾠarrived ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠcollect, ﾠand ﾠbefore ﾠlong ﾠsculptures ﾠfrom ﾠ
Aegina ﾠand ﾠBassae ﾠcame ﾠto ﾠenrich ﾠthe ﾠnew ﾠGlyptothek ﾠin ﾠMunich ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠBritish ﾠ
Museum ﾠ respectively. ﾠ The ﾠ latter ﾠ soon ﾠ acquired ﾠ sculptures ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ Athens ﾠ
Parthenon ﾠtemple, ﾠfrom ﾠXanthus, ﾠAsia ﾠMinor, ﾠand ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMausoleum ﾠof ﾠ
Halicarnassus, ﾠagain ﾠin ﾠAsia ﾠMinor ﾠ(Shanks ﾠ1995: ﾠ44). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠstruggle ﾠagainst ﾠthe ﾠOttoman ﾠoccupation, ﾠthe ﾠPhilhellenic ﾠmovement, ﾠthe ﾠ
‘Neohellenic ﾠ Enlightenment’ ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ sine-ﾭ‐‑qua-ﾭ‐‑non ﾠc o n d e s c e n d i n g  ﾠpolicy ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
European ﾠ forces ﾠ were ﾠ all ﾠ factors ﾠ that ﾠ favoured ﾠ the ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ
State. ﾠ The ﾠ First ﾠ National ﾠ Assembly ﾠ proclaimed ﾠ the ﾠ country’s ﾠ independence ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠFirst ﾠConstitution ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠ1822. ﾠConflicts ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarmed ﾠforces ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠOttoman ﾠEmpire ﾠlasted ﾠfor ﾠapproximately ﾠ10 ﾠyears. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠmeantime, ﾠthree ﾠ
civil ﾠ wars ﾠ took ﾠ place ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ ‘Temporary ﾠ Governments’ ﾠ and ﾠ ﾠ 66 ﾠ
‘Revolutionary ﾠConstitutions’ ﾠwere ﾠcreated ﾠto ﾠregulate ﾠand ﾠrepresent ﾠthe ﾠhostile ﾠ
parties ﾠ(Clogg ﾠ1992). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The Role of the Past in Macedonia 
However, ﾠcircumstances ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠin ﾠall ﾠparts ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry. ﾠIt ﾠtook ﾠ
almost ﾠanother ﾠcentury ﾠand ﾠtwo ﾠBalkan ﾠWars ﾠ(1912 ﾠand ﾠ1913) ﾠbefore ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠ
part ﾠ of ﾠ Macedonia,3 ﾠ where ﾠ two ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ project’s ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ lie, ﾠ was ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ
integrated ﾠ with ﾠ Greece ﾠ (Clogg ﾠ 1992). ﾠ Among ﾠ other ﾠ reasons, ﾠ the ﾠ varied ﾠ
background ﾠof ﾠits ﾠChristian ﾠpopulations ﾠalong ﾠwith ﾠlarge ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠOttoman ﾠ
and ﾠ Jewish ﾠ inhabitants ﾠ cast ﾠ Macedonia’s ﾠ right ﾠ to ﾠ inclusion ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ nation’s ﾠ
territory ﾠin ﾠdoubt ﾠ(Koliopoulos ﾠ1997: ﾠ43-ﾭ‐‑4; ﾠMackridge ﾠand ﾠYannakakis ﾠ1997: ﾠ4-ﾭ‐‑
7). ﾠ Athanasios ﾠ Psalidas ﾠ (1767-ﾭ‐‑1829), ﾠ an ﾠ Epirote ﾠ savant ﾠ and ﾠ geographer, ﾠ was ﾠ
uncertain ﾠ of ﾠ whether ﾠ the ﾠ land ﾠ should ﾠ be ﾠ considered ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ
domain: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Macedonia ﾠis ﾠwell ﾠknown ﾠfor ﾠKing ﾠPhilip ﾠand ﾠhis ﾠson ﾠAlexander ﾠthe ﾠ
Great. ﾠNow, ﾠhowever, ﾠthe ﾠland ﾠis ﾠbase, ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠis ﾠinhabited ﾠby ﾠ
base ﾠpeople. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠrich ﾠin ﾠgrain, ﾠwine, ﾠsilk, ﾠcotton ﾠand ﾠother ﾠproducts. ﾠ
Learning, ﾠhowever, ﾠhas ﾠcompletely ﾠvanished, ﾠand ﾠits ﾠinhabitants ﾠare ﾠ
Bulgars, ﾠ Turks ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ few ﾠ Greeks ﾠ and ﾠ Vlachs, ﾠ who ﾠ came ﾠ from ﾠ
Albania ﾠ(quoted ﾠin ﾠKoliopoulos ﾠ1997: ﾠ43). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠmen ﾠknown ﾠas ﾠ‘Olympians’, ﾠ‘Naousaians’ ﾠand ﾠ‘Berrhoeans’, ﾠnamed ﾠafter ﾠ
place-ﾭ‐‑names ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠfought ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠWar ﾠfor ﾠIndependence, ﾠtook ﾠpart ﾠin ﾠsome ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠNational ﾠAssemblies ﾠthat ﾠfollowed ﾠit ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠrose ﾠagainst ﾠthe ﾠOttomans ﾠ
in ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ lands, ﾠ half ﾠ a ﾠ century ﾠ passed ﾠ before ﾠ Charilaos ﾠ Trikoupis, ﾠ a ﾠ
politician ﾠwith ﾠlittle ﾠassociation ﾠwith ﾠirredentist ﾠideas, ﾠdeclared ﾠin ﾠParliament ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
3 ﾠThe ﾠterm ﾠ‘Macedonia’ ﾠrefers ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprovince ﾠof ﾠnorthern ﾠGreece. ﾠ ﾠ 67 ﾠ
that ﾠ Greece ﾠ could ﾠ never ﾠ achieve ﾠ complete ﾠ national ﾠ statehood ﾠ without ﾠ
Macedonia ﾠ(1885). ﾠThe ﾠBalkan ﾠWars ﾠwere ﾠwon ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠpeople ﾠ
from ﾠall ﾠover ﾠGreece ﾠ(Koliopoulos ﾠ1997: ﾠ44). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ Greek ﾠ Macedonian ﾠ identity ﾠ was ﾠ established ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ remarkably ﾠ short ﾠ period ﾠ
after ﾠ1912, ﾠsomething ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠin ﾠpart ﾠachieved ﾠthrough ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠexplore ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠpast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ(Mackridge ﾠand ﾠYannakakis ﾠ1997: ﾠ1). ﾠNevertheless, ﾠthe ﾠ
contest ﾠover ﾠMacedonian ﾠidentity ﾠthat ﾠbroke ﾠout ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ1990s ﾠbetween ﾠGreece ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠFormer ﾠYugoslavic ﾠRepublic ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠ(FYROM) ﾠhas ﾠmade ﾠidentity ﾠ
matters ﾠ highly ﾠ sensitive ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ and ﾠ once ﾠ more ﾠ brought ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ
between ﾠGreeks ﾠin ﾠthat ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfore. ﾠConservative ﾠ
writers ﾠexaggerate ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠsports ﾠfans ﾠin ﾠsouthern ﾠGreece ﾠmaligning ﾠ
teams ﾠand ﾠfans ﾠfrom ﾠMacedonia ﾠas ﾠPaliovoulgari, ﾠor ﾠ‘goddamn ﾠBulgarians’, ﾠand ﾠ
attribute ﾠan ﾠassumed ﾠsuccess ﾠof ﾠFYROM’s ﾠirredentist ﾠpolitics ﾠin ﾠMacedonia ﾠto ﾠ
what ﾠthey ﾠconsider ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠlow ﾠmental ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinhabitants ﾠof ﾠ
Macedonia, ﾠand ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠopinion, ﾠother ﾠGreeks ﾠconsider ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠ
be ﾠ of ﾠ secondary ﾠ and ﾠ tertiary ﾠ importance ﾠ (Nomikou, ﾠ quoted ﾠ in ﾠ Karakasidou ﾠ
1993: ﾠn. ﾠ28, ﾠ24). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠdistinctive ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠregion, ﾠcharacterised ﾠby ﾠits ﾠnear ﾠexclusion ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
European ﾠ notion ﾠ of ﾠ Hellenism, ﾠ its ﾠ sparse ﾠ mention ﾠ by ﾠ Classical ﾠ writers ﾠ and ﾠ
consequent ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ significant ﾠ excavations, ﾠ have ﾠ rendered ﾠ Macedonia ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ ‘Other’ ﾠ of ﾠ southern ﾠ Greece, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ effect ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ remained ﾠ
relatively ﾠunstudied ﾠuntil ﾠlater ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠhistory ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠ1998: ﾠ45-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ ﾠ
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Returning ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠGreek ﾠidentity, ﾠ
the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service4 ﾠf o u n d e d  ﾠan ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ of ﾠ Antiquities ﾠ fifteen ﾠ days ﾠ
after ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠarmy ﾠtook ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠ(November ﾠ1912). ﾠA ﾠ
month ﾠlater ﾠanother ﾠEphorate ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtown ﾠof ﾠElassona ﾠand ﾠsix ﾠ
months ﾠlater ﾠa ﾠthird ﾠone ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtown ﾠof ﾠFlorina ﾠ(Vokotopoulou ﾠ1986: ﾠ1-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠLater ﾠ
that ﾠyear ﾠthe ﾠGeneral ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠaddressed ﾠa ﾠcircular ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠterritories ﾠrecently ﾠannexed ﾠby ﾠGreece ﾠto ﾠencourage ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠabstain ﾠfrom ﾠ
trading ﾠin ﾠantiquities, ﾠwhich ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠcommon ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠOttoman ﾠrule ﾠbut ﾠ
was ﾠnow ﾠillegal ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠ(idem: ﾠ4, ﾠ28-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠ
time, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ midst ﾠ of ﾠ infrastructure ﾠ and ﾠ development ﾠ works, ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ a ﾠ
constant ﾠstruggle ﾠto ﾠensure ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation, ﾠto ﾠacquire ﾠand ﾠrestore ﾠ
monuments ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠused ﾠas ﾠmosques, ﾠair-ﾭ‐‑raid ﾠshelters ﾠand ﾠtemporary ﾠ
refugee ﾠ accommodation, ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ set ﾠ up ﾠ a ﾠ permanent ﾠ museum. ﾠ The ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Museum ﾠ was ﾠ eventually ﾠ inaugurated ﾠ in ﾠ 1962 ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ 50th ﾠ
anniversary ﾠcelebrations ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcity’s ﾠintegration ﾠwith ﾠGreece ﾠ(idem: ﾠ17). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1913, ﾠthe ﾠGeneral ﾠDirectorate ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠfounded ﾠon ﾠpaper ﾠthe ﾠByzantine ﾠ
Museum ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠ(Mayropoulou-ﾭ‐‑Tsioumi ﾠ1986: ﾠ72). ﾠThe ﾠmuseum ﾠwas ﾠ
inaugurated ﾠin ﾠ1994, ﾠ81 ﾠyears ﾠlater. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠmeantime, ﾠByzantine ﾠantiquities ﾠfrom ﾠ
Thessaloniki ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ rest ﾠ of ﾠ northern ﾠ Greece ﾠ were ﾠ sent ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ
Museum ﾠ of ﾠ Athens, ﾠ founded ﾠ in ﾠ 1914. ﾠ In ﾠ 1920, ﾠ an ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ of ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ
Antiquities ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠThessaloniki ﾠ(idem: ﾠ69). ﾠFinally, ﾠin ﾠ1942 ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠ
Regional ﾠ Administration ﾠ of ﾠ Medieval ﾠ and ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ Antiquities ﾠ was ﾠ
established ﾠ with ﾠ responsibility ﾠ for ﾠ Macedonia, ﾠ Thrace ﾠ and ﾠ Thessaly. ﾠ Its ﾠ first ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
4 ﾠ‘Archaeological ﾠService’ ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠgeneric ﾠterm ﾠused ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠto ﾠdescribe ﾠall ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdepartments ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism, ﾠeither ﾠbased ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠ(Directorates) ﾠor ﾠ
in ﾠ other ﾠ cities ﾠ all ﾠ over ﾠ Greece ﾠ (Ephorates), ﾠ which ﾠ are ﾠ responsible ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠas ﾠthese ﾠare ﾠdefined ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠFor ﾠa ﾠdetailed ﾠdescription ﾠ
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Director, ﾠStylianos ﾠPelekanides ﾠ(1943-ﾭ‐‑1962) ﾠreported ﾠimmediately ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠ
resources ﾠand ﾠinfrastructure ﾠ(idem: ﾠ72-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠForeign ﾠSchools, ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠSociety ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠand, ﾠfrom ﾠ1926, ﾠthe ﾠ
University ﾠ of ﾠ Thessaloniki, ﾠ now ﾠ conducted ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ in ﾠ
Macedonia. ﾠMany ﾠexcavations ﾠthat ﾠexamined ﾠthe ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea’s ﾠculture ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠwere ﾠinitiated ﾠduring ﾠthat ﾠperiod: ﾠin ﾠPella ﾠby ﾠG. ﾠOikonomos ﾠ(1914-ﾭ‐‑5), ﾠ
in ﾠAmphipolis ﾠby ﾠPelekides ﾠ(1920) ﾠand ﾠlater ﾠby ﾠLazarides ﾠ(1956-ﾭ‐‑61 ﾠand ﾠ1964-ﾭ‐‑5), ﾠ
in ﾠDion ﾠby ﾠG. ﾠSoteriadis ﾠ(1928-ﾭ‐‑31), ﾠin ﾠVergina ﾠby ﾠAndronikos ﾠ(1952-ﾭ‐‑3 ﾠand ﾠ1957-ﾭ‐‑
61) ﾠand ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠby ﾠPelekanides ﾠ(1958-ﾭ‐‑64, ﾠ1966) ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1987b: ﾠ120, ﾠ131, ﾠ134, ﾠ
140-ﾭ‐‑1, ﾠ156-ﾭ‐‑8, ﾠ172, ﾠ182-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfinds ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreat ﾠTumulus ﾠin ﾠVergina ﾠby ﾠProfessor ﾠ
Andronikos ﾠin ﾠ1977 ﾠonce ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠshook ﾠthe ﾠquiet ﾠwaters ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠarea. ﾠThe ﾠhigh ﾠartistic ﾠquality ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrichness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠfound ﾠled ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠassociation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠburial ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠroyal ﾠfamily ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠKingdom ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠ
and ﾠmore ﾠspecifically, ﾠKing ﾠPhilip ﾠthe ﾠSecond, ﾠfather ﾠof ﾠAlexander ﾠthe ﾠGreat. ﾠ
The ﾠdiscovery ﾠwas ﾠmet ﾠwith ﾠhitherto ﾠunprecedented ﾠnational ﾠand ﾠinternational ﾠ
attention. ﾠIt ﾠalso ﾠimpacted ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcourse ﾠthat ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
had ﾠ followed ﾠ previously; ﾠ research ﾠin ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ altered ﾠ drastically ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ
financial ﾠsupport, ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠprojects ﾠtaken ﾠup, ﾠand ﾠattention ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠmedia, ﾠwith ﾠ‘a ﾠfeeling ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠshift ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
north’ ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠ1998: ﾠ53). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
There ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠobvious ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠdue ﾠ
both ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠimplications ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscovery, ﾠand ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠadmiration ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
artistic ﾠ and ﾠ material ﾠ quality ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ finds. ﾠ The ﾠ term ﾠ ‘Vergina ﾠ syndrome’ ﾠ was ﾠ
coined ﾠto ﾠdescribe ﾠa ﾠ‘particular ﾠpathology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠprocess ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠ
production’, ﾠthe ﾠ‘treasure-ﾭ‐‑hunting ﾠexcitement’, ﾠwhere ﾠ‘the ﾠarchaeological ﾠvalue, ﾠ ﾠ 70 ﾠ
that ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ historical ﾠ importance ﾠ or ﾠ significance ﾠ are ﾠ overshadowed ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
hymnology ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvaluable ﾠmaterial ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠform’ ﾠ(Zoes ﾠ1990: ﾠ105-ﾭ‐‑10). ﾠThe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠexhibition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVergina ﾠfinds ﾠmoved ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Museum ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpurpose ﾠbuilt ﾠMuseum ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠRoyal ﾠTombs ﾠin ﾠ
Aiges, ﾠ the ﾠ exhibition ﾠ that ﾠ replaced ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ The ﾠ Gold ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Macedonians ﾠi s  ﾠ
significant ﾠ(Grammenos ﾠ2007: ﾠ9-ﾭ‐‑10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1987, ﾠan ﾠannual ﾠconference ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠMacedonia ﾠand ﾠ
Thrace ﾠ was ﾠ established, ﾠ an ﾠ initiative ﾠ that ﾠ marked ﾠ the ﾠ ‘coming ﾠ of ﾠ age’ ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area, ﾠ was ﾠ soon ﾠ after ﾠ followed ﾠ by ﾠ other ﾠ regions ﾠ and ﾠ
represents ﾠ a ﾠ step ﾠ further ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ emancipation ﾠ from ﾠ southern ﾠ Greece. ﾠ In ﾠ their ﾠ
inaugural ﾠspeeches ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠpoliticians ﾠdescribed ﾠthe ﾠdistinctive ﾠ
framework ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ practice ﾠ in ﾠ Macedonia. ﾠ The ﾠ timely, ﾠ correct ﾠ and ﾠ
responsible ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠto ﾠexperts ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠpublic ﾠwas ﾠemphasised. ﾠAnnouncing ﾠthe ﾠassured ﾠfunding ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
work, ﾠthe ﾠMinister ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠand ﾠThrace ﾠmade ﾠsure ﾠto ﾠstress ﾠthat: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
We ﾠwill ﾠkeep ﾠsteadily ﾠsupporting ﾠyour ﾠwork ﾠmorally ﾠand ﾠmaterially. ﾠ
We ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠbeyond ﾠtheir ﾠvalue ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmedium ﾠof ﾠaesthetic ﾠand ﾠ
intellectual ﾠcultivation ﾠof ﾠour ﾠpeople…[your ﾠfinds ﾠare] ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠvalid ﾠ
interpreter ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠessence ﾠand ﾠuniqueness ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠhistory. ﾠSo ﾠI ﾠthink ﾠ
that ﾠ we ﾠ must ﾠ sensitise ﾠ our ﾠ people, ﾠ for ﾠ historical ﾠ consciousness ﾠ to ﾠ
function ﾠ within ﾠ them. ﾠ And ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ within ﾠ which ﾠ they ﾠ have ﾠt o  ﾠ
approach ﾠall ﾠthese ﾠunique ﾠmasterpieces ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠart, ﾠto ﾠconstitute, ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ end, ﾠ not ﾠ simply ﾠ an ﾠ aesthetic ﾠ approach, ﾠ but ﾠ a ﾠ spiritual ﾠ
participation… ﾠ We ﾠ need ﾠ this ﾠ historical ﾠ function ﾠ of ﾠ art ﾠ especially ﾠ
more ﾠthan ﾠany ﾠother ﾠtime ﾠto ﾠrespond ﾠto ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠattempted ﾠforgery ﾠof ﾠ
our ﾠhistory ﾠon ﾠan ﾠinternational ﾠscale ﾠ(Papathemelis ﾠ1988: ﾠxvi). ﾠ
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In ﾠan ﾠoverview, ﾠMayropoulou-ﾭ‐‑Tsioumi ﾠnoted ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠproblems ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠor ﾠ
less ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠin ﾠ1985 ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠin ﾠ
Thessaloniki. ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠpositive ﾠside, ﾠshe ﾠacknowledged ﾠthe ﾠinauguration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Museum ﾠ of ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ Culture, ﾠ the ﾠ extensive ﾠ and ﾠ scientific ﾠ restorations ﾠ that ﾠ
followed ﾠthe ﾠearthquake ﾠin ﾠ1978, ﾠwhich ﾠowed ﾠtheir ﾠsuccess ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠstaffing ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠwith ﾠexperts ﾠfrom ﾠall ﾠnecessary ﾠfields, ﾠand ﾠfinally ﾠthe ﾠ
media ﾠ promotion ﾠ and ﾠ increasing ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ in ﾠ regard ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeological ﾠissues ﾠ(Mayropoulou-ﾭ‐‑Tsioumi ﾠ1986: ﾠ76). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The Role of the Past After the Foundation of the Greek State 
More ﾠ recently, ﾠ research ﾠ has ﾠbeen ﾠ undertaken ﾠ to ﾠ investigate ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
conditions ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠantiquity ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠcalled ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠin ﾠlater ﾠ
periods, ﾠand ﾠin ﾠcases ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠnation ﾠbuilding, ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠantiquity ﾠ
as ﾠsymbolic ﾠcapital ﾠ(Hamilakis ﾠand ﾠYalouri ﾠ1996). ﾠExamples ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠ
Greek ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠplayed ﾠin ﾠinternational ﾠpolitics, ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
Foreign ﾠSchools ﾠas ﾠmajor ﾠagents. ﾠThis ﾠhas ﾠincluded ﾠthe ﾠgreat ﾠexcavations ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
nineteenth ﾠ and ﾠ twentieth ﾠ centuries ﾠ (regarding ﾠ Olympia, ﾠ see ﾠ Marchand ﾠ 1996; ﾠ
regarding ﾠDelphi, ﾠsee ﾠPicard ﾠ1992; ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠAthens ﾠAgora, ﾠsee ﾠSakka ﾠ2008) ﾠ
and ﾠ also ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ specific ﾠ political ﾠ personalities, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Kaiser’s ﾠ
interventions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ excavations ﾠ conducted ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Society ﾠ at ﾠ
Athens ﾠin ﾠCorfu ﾠ(Kalpaxis ﾠ1993) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠactivity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠPergamon ﾠMuseum ﾠin ﾠ
Samos ﾠ(Kalpaxis ﾠ1990). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠnot ﾠbeen ﾠimmune ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
Greek ﾠgovernments ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠleveraging ﾠthe ﾠgranting ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠpermits ﾠto ﾠ
foreign ﾠ missions ﾠ under ﾠ special ﾠ terms ﾠ and ﾠ conditions ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ advance ﾠ
political ﾠ claims ﾠ even ﾠ before ﾠ the ﾠ state’s ﾠ international ﾠ recognition. ﾠ The ﾠ
Constitution ﾠof ﾠTroezene ﾠ(1827) ﾠeven ﾠmade ﾠspecial ﾠprovision ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠexport ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ 72 ﾠ
antiquities ﾠfor ﾠeducational ﾠand ﾠresearch ﾠpurposes ﾠto ﾠserve ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠScientific ﾠ
Mission ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMorea ﾠ(1829) ﾠ(Kokkou ﾠ1977: ﾠ49-ﾭ‐‑50). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Kapodistrias ﾠsuggested ﾠin ﾠ1829 ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠgovernment ﾠshould ﾠallow ﾠthe ﾠ
export ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠif ﾠa ﾠsignificant ﾠadvantage ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠwas ﾠat ﾠstake ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠ ceding ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities ﾠ in ﾠ exchange ﾠ for ﾠ ‘things ﾠ valuable ﾠ and ﾠ unavoidably ﾠ
necessary ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ education, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ books, ﾠ astronomy ﾠ instruments, ﾠ
geological ﾠinstruments, ﾠmachine ﾠmodels ﾠetc.’ ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠproposed ﾠthe ﾠexchange ﾠof ﾠ
antiquities ﾠ for ﾠ weapons. ﾠ However, ﾠ these ﾠ suggestions ﾠ were ﾠ perceived ﾠ as ﾠ
violating ﾠ the ﾠ Constitution ﾠ and ﾠ contributed ﾠ to ﾠ shortening ﾠ the ﾠ period ﾠ of ﾠ
Kapodistrias’ ﾠoffice ﾠand ﾠlife ﾠ(Kalpaxis ﾠ1990: ﾠ18, ﾠ20; ﾠProtopsaltis ﾠ1967: ﾠ93-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Greek ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠboth ﾠconsciously ﾠand ﾠwillingly ﾠallowed ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠto ﾠ
be ﾠ used ﾠ even ﾠ for ﾠ irredentist ﾠ politics ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ twentieth ﾠ century. ﾠ Davis ﾠ has ﾠ
described ﾠtwo ﾠarchaeological ﾠexpeditions ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠAsia ﾠMinor ﾠand ﾠAlbania ﾠ
that ﾠhad ﾠdirect ﾠimplications ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠplans ﾠfor ﾠterritorial ﾠexpansion ﾠ(2000). ﾠ
At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time ﾠ as ﾠ these ﾠ expeditions ﾠ were ﾠ taking ﾠ place, ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ ‘at ﾠ
home’ ﾠwere ﾠpreparing ﾠthe ﾠcelebrations ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠCentenary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate, ﾠ
which ﾠincluded ﾠa ﾠceremony ﾠto ﾠmark ﾠthe ﾠcompletion ﾠof ﾠrestoration ﾠworks ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
Acropolis, ﾠa ﾠflag ﾠceremony ﾠadapted ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠPanathenaic ﾠprocession, ﾠancient ﾠ
re-ﾭ‐‑enactments ﾠand ﾠother ﾠantiquity-ﾭ‐‑related ﾠevents ﾠ(Markatou ﾠ2008). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠ
thirty ﾠyears ﾠin ﾠparticular, ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠplayed ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠso-ﾭ‐‑called ﾠ
‘Macedonian ﾠ issue’ ﾠ due ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ association ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ funerary ﾠ monuments ﾠ of ﾠ
Vergina ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠKing ﾠof ﾠMacedon ﾠPhilip ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠ(see ﾠabove, ﾠHamilakis ﾠ
1999, ﾠ2007: ﾠ125-ﾭ‐‑67; ﾠKotsakis ﾠ1998). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠdictatorial ﾠregimes ﾠof ﾠIoannis ﾠMetaxas ﾠ(1936-ﾭ‐‑41) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠColonels’ ﾠJunta ﾠ
(1967-ﾭ‐‑74) ﾠused ﾠantiquity ﾠto ﾠlegitimise ﾠtheir ﾠauthority ﾠand ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
nation’s ﾠ narrative ﾠ with ﾠ connotations ﾠ of ﾠ glory ﾠ (Hamilakis ﾠ 2007: ﾠ 169-ﾭ‐‑204; ﾠ ﾠ 73 ﾠ
Kokkinidou ﾠand ﾠNikolaidou ﾠ2004). ﾠFurthermore, ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠparadigm ﾠwas ﾠ
used ﾠto ﾠconform ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠviews ﾠof ﾠleft-ﾭ‐‑wing ﾠconscripts ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠconcentration ﾠ
camp ﾠ in ﾠ Makronisos ﾠ (1947-ﾭ‐‑57), ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ ‘New ﾠ Parthenon’ ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ
political ﾠ discourse ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ left ﾠ used ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ paradigm ﾠ to ﾠ refute ﾠ the ﾠ state’s ﾠ
oppressive ﾠtactics ﾠ(Hamilakis ﾠ2003, ﾠ2007: ﾠ205-ﾭ‐‑41). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠantiquity’s ﾠauthority ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠLeft ﾠto ﾠchallenge ﾠstate ﾠoppression ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠ
the ﾠonly ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdominant ﾠdiscourse ﾠon ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠauthority ﾠbeing ﾠ
appropriated ﾠby ﾠsubordinate ﾠgroups ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠexpress ﾠresistance ﾠand ﾠreaction. ﾠ
The ﾠAcropolis, ﾠfor ﾠinstance, ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠiconic ﾠmonument ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠantiquity, ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ caught ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ centre ﾠ of ﾠ disputes ﾠ between ﾠ government ﾠ politics ﾠ and ﾠ left ﾠ
parties, ﾠ trade ﾠ unions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ
personal ﾠstories ﾠof ﾠprotest ﾠor ﾠabandonment ﾠ(Yalouri ﾠ2001). ﾠ
 ﾠ
With ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠnationalist ﾠpolitics ﾠof ﾠany ﾠlevel, ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠ
antiquities ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠrestricted ﾠto ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠidentity. ﾠMore ﾠrecently, ﾠantiquities ﾠ
and ﾠ archaeology ﾠ have ﾠ surfaced ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ sphere ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ exhibits ﾠ of ﾠ
excavation ﾠfinds ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAthens ﾠmetro, ﾠbeing ﾠdisplayed ﾠat ﾠ
its ﾠ various ﾠ stations ﾠ (Hamilakis ﾠ 2001), ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ tableaux ﾠ vivants ﾠi n s p i r e d  ﾠb y  ﾠ
ancient ﾠart ﾠspanning ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠearlier ﾠcivilizations ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠto ﾠmodern ﾠtimes ﾠ
being ﾠ used ﾠ to ﾠ celebrate ﾠ the ﾠ opening ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ 28th ﾠ Athens ﾠ Olympics ﾠ in ﾠ 2004 ﾠ
(Hamilakis ﾠ2007: ﾠ1-ﾭ‐‑33; ﾠPlantzos ﾠ2008), ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmuch-ﾭ‐‑awaited ﾠopening ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
New ﾠ Acropolis ﾠ Museum. ﾠ These ﾠ occasions ﾠ distilled ﾠ national ﾠ pride ﾠ by ﾠ
demonstrating ﾠ what ﾠ the ﾠ nation ﾠ is ﾠ capable ﾠ of. ﾠ The ﾠ issue ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ return ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Parthenon ﾠMarbles ﾠgains ﾠand ﾠloses ﾠmomentum ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠoccasion. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ mission ﾠ attributed ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ discipline ﾠ has ﾠ had ﾠ further ﾠ
implications ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠown ﾠdevelopment. ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠits ﾠeclectic ﾠ
relations ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠpast, ﾠnational ﾠand ﾠEuropean ﾠidentity, ﾠhas ﾠdominated ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ 74 ﾠ
all ﾠrespects ﾠwith ﾠits ﾠtraditional ﾠapproaches, ﾠisolating ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠ
from ﾠdevelopments ﾠin ﾠworld ﾠarchaeology, ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠmarginalising ﾠit ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠ
1991, ﾠ1998, ﾠ2002; ﾠSakellariadi ﾠ2010; ﾠShanks ﾠ1995; ﾠSnodgrass ﾠ1987). ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.1.3 Economics 
A ﾠconstant ﾠthread ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠdebate ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠ is ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ invests ﾠ too ﾠ few ﾠ financial ﾠ resources ﾠ in ﾠ it. ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ
predominantly ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠbiggest ﾠproblem ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
management ﾠ today. ﾠ An ﾠ investigation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ state’s ﾠ budgetary ﾠ data ﾠ
demonstrates ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠ
overall ﾠagenda. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠregular ﾠbudget ﾠallocation, ﾠout ﾠof ﾠ19 ﾠministries ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠ
culture ﾠ comes ﾠ 12th ﾠ in ﾠ 1999, ﾠ 2000 ﾠ and ﾠ 2007 ﾠ and ﾠ 13th ﾠ from ﾠ 2001 ﾠ to ﾠ 2006. ﾠ Its ﾠ
expenses ﾠrepresent ﾠ0.01% ﾠor ﾠless ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠprimary ﾠexpenses ﾠ(Ministry ﾠof ﾠ
Finances ﾠ 2011). ﾠ For ﾠ the ﾠ Programme ﾠ of ﾠ Public ﾠ Investments ﾠ (PDE) ﾠ (idem) ﾠ
however, ﾠ the ﾠ picture ﾠ is ﾠ more ﾠ varied, ﾠ especially ﾠ considering ﾠ the ﾠ increase ﾠ in ﾠ
funding ﾠduring ﾠpreparation ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ2004 ﾠAthens ﾠOlympics. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠ
the ﾠ 3rd ﾠ Community ﾠ Support ﾠ Framework ﾠ (CSF) ﾠ funded ﾠ many ﾠ projects ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
enhancement ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrenovation ﾠof ﾠmuseums. ﾠ5 ﾠThe ﾠfinal ﾠ
amount ﾠinvested ﾠreached ﾠ€776,704,572 ﾠ(Operational ﾠProgramme ﾠ‘Culture’ ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠcomparison ﾠwith ﾠPDE ﾠfunds ﾠinvested ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠEnvironment, ﾠLand ﾠ
Planning ﾠ and ﾠ Public ﾠ Works, ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ highly ﾠ funded ﾠ of ﾠ all ﾠ ministries ﾠ
throughout ﾠ the ﾠ period ﾠ (1999-ﾭ‐‑2007), ﾠ eloquently ﾠ demonstrates ﾠ the ﾠ factors ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
5 ﾠ Works, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ monument ﾠ restoration ﾠ for ﾠ reasons ﾠ of ﾠ legibility ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ general ﾠ public, ﾠ
accessibility, ﾠvisitor ﾠservices ﾠand ﾠinformation ﾠinfrastructure, ﾠsignage ﾠthrough ﾠvisual ﾠmeans ﾠand ﾠ
informative ﾠtext, ﾠand ﾠpublication ﾠof ﾠguidebooks, ﾠmaps ﾠand ﾠCD-ﾭ‐‑ROMs ﾠare ﾠusually ﾠdefined ﾠas ﾠ
enhancement ﾠworks. ﾠ ﾠ 75 ﾠ
contributing ﾠ to ﾠ political ﾠ relevance ﾠ and ﾠ prioritisation, ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ official ﾠ
approach ﾠto ﾠdevelopment ﾠ(figure ﾠ1). ﾠIt ﾠalso ﾠdemonstrates ﾠ the ﾠpower ﾠbalance ﾠ
between ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠministries, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resources ﾠduring ﾠmajor ﾠpublic ﾠworks. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 1 Funds provided by the Public Investments Programme (PDE) in million euros 
(Ministry of Finances 2011) 
 ﾠ
Third ﾠCSF ﾠfunding ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠculmination ﾠof ﾠthree ﾠdecades ﾠof ﾠEU-ﾭ‐‑derived ﾠfunding ﾠ
since ﾠ1981, ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠentered ﾠthe ﾠEU. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠwas ﾠ
presented ﾠwith ﾠunprecedented ﾠpossibilities ﾠand ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠdemands. ﾠAll ﾠ
projects ﾠ were ﾠ however ﾠ completed ﾠ with ﾠ positive ﾠ results ﾠ in ﾠ all ﾠ evaluative ﾠ
indicators, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠdegree ﾠof ﾠabsorption ﾠof ﾠfunds, ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠcompletion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
project, ﾠabiding ﾠwith ﾠlegal ﾠprocedures ﾠand ﾠpositive ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠbroader ﾠeconomic ﾠ
and ﾠsocial ﾠenvironments ﾠ(Mastrantonis ﾠ2008: ﾠ27). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠtripling ﾠof ﾠits ﾠfinancial ﾠresources ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠfinancial ﾠimplications, ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠwas ﾠforced ﾠto ﾠadapt ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠadded ﾠdemands ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
administrative ﾠ rules ﾠ and ﾠ procedures ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ 3rd ﾠC S F ,  ﾠt h u s  ﾠi n f l u e n c i n g  ﾠt h e i r  ﾠ
administrative ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠforcing ﾠthem ﾠinto ﾠa ﾠset ﾠorganisational ﾠframework. ﾠ ﾠ 76 ﾠ
This ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ introduction ﾠ of ﾠ project ﾠ management ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
works, ﾠ despite ﾠ initially ﾠ negative ﾠ reactions ﾠ from ﾠ both ﾠ ends ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ spectrum: ﾠ
project ﾠ management ﾠ consultants, ﾠ who ﾠ saw ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ as ﾠ too ﾠ
undisciplined ﾠ and ﾠ unpredictable, ﾠ and ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ who ﾠ feared ﾠ the ﾠ
humanistic ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠbeing ﾠregulated ﾠby ﾠtechnocratic ﾠprocedures. ﾠ
Admittedly, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠstill ﾠan ﾠambiguous ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠboth ﾠsides ﾠbecause ﾠ
neither ﾠembraced ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠpositively ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠ(Mastrantonis ﾠ2008: ﾠ27). ﾠ
This ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠperpetuated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠslow ﾠintegration ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠ
management ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ distinctive ﾠ field ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ discipline ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ
Greece. ﾠ
 ﾠ
According ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlaw, ﾠthe ﾠbudget ﾠof ﾠany ﾠpublic ﾠwork ﾠor ﾠany ﾠprivate ﾠwork ﾠthat ﾠ
exceeds ﾠ €587,000 ﾠ has ﾠ to ﾠ cover ﾠ the ﾠ cost ﾠ of ﾠ potentially ﾠ necessary ﾠ rescue ﾠ
archaeological ﾠwork. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠfunds ﾠfor ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠconducted ﾠas ﾠ
part ﾠof ﾠmajor ﾠpublic ﾠworks ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠMinistries ﾠof ﾠEnvironment, ﾠLand ﾠPlanning ﾠ
and ﾠ Public ﾠ Works ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ Transportation ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ period ﾠ from ﾠ 1992 ﾠ to ﾠ 2002 ﾠ
exceeded ﾠ€100 ﾠbillion ﾠ(Mendoni ﾠ2004: ﾠ463). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠ1990s, ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠ
also ﾠ drew ﾠ funds ﾠ from ﾠ lottery ﾠ receipts. ﾠ Legal ﾠ premises ﾠ regarding ﾠ cultural ﾠ
sponsorship ﾠ have ﾠ now ﾠ replaced ﾠ this ﾠ measure ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.1.4). ﾠF i n a l l y ,  ﾠt h e  ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠSociety ﾠin ﾠAthens, ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠEducation, ﾠregional ﾠMinistries ﾠ
such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ General ﾠ Secretary ﾠ of ﾠ Macedonia ﾠ and ﾠ Thrace, ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ
administrations ﾠhave ﾠalso ﾠbeen ﾠsubsidising ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠcontext ﾠwithin ﾠwhich ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠ
management ﾠis ﾠpracticed ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠincreasing ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmain ﾠ
driver ﾠfor ﾠeconomic ﾠdevelopment. ﾠThe ﾠpotential ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resources ﾠto ﾠtourist ﾠdevelopment ﾠraises ﾠexpectations ﾠfor ﾠfurther ﾠfunding ﾠamong ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ
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However, ﾠvery ﾠlittle ﾠresearch ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠconducted ﾠand ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠless ﾠaction ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠ
taken ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ actual ﾠ or ﾠ potential ﾠ contribution ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ to ﾠ
tourist ﾠ development ﾠ in ﾠ Greece. ﾠ A ﾠ study ﾠ conducted ﾠ by ﾠ economic ﾠ and ﾠ tourist ﾠ
development ﾠexperts ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠAcademy ﾠof ﾠAthens ﾠlacks ﾠin ﾠan ﾠin-ﾭ‐‑depth, ﾠholistic ﾠ
and ﾠ realistic ﾠ approach. ﾠ As ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ were ﾠ absent ﾠ from ﾠ this ﾠ work, ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ
unsurprising ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ authors ﾠ consider ﾠ the ﾠ ‘usual ﾠ bad ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ
managers ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠheritage, ﾠmarketing ﾠpeople ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠscientists ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfield’ ﾠ
to ﾠ be ﾠ the ﾠ greatest ﾠ problem ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ strategic ﾠ planning ﾠ in ﾠ
cultural ﾠtourism ﾠ(Academy ﾠof ﾠAthens ﾠ2006: ﾠ64). ﾠFurther ﾠresearch ﾠconducted ﾠby ﾠ




A ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠmeasures ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠantiquities, ﾠnominal ﾠor ﾠsubstantial, ﾠ
were ﾠ enacted ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ War ﾠ of ﾠ Independence ﾠ (1821-ﾭ‐‑29). ﾠ The ﾠ Temporary ﾠ
Administration ﾠof ﾠEastern ﾠGreece ﾠplaced ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠ
responsibility ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ Director ﾠ of ﾠ Politics. ﾠ The ﾠ General ﾠ Secretary ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Administration ﾠprotested ﾠin ﾠwriting ﾠagainst ﾠthe ﾠlooting ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
island ﾠof ﾠMelos ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠDutch ﾠColonel ﾠRoittiers ﾠin ﾠ1825 ﾠ(Kokkou ﾠ1977: ﾠ34, ﾠ38-ﾭ‐‑41). ﾠ
In ﾠ1825 ﾠthe ﾠMinister ﾠof ﾠInternal ﾠAffairs ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCentral ﾠAdministration ﾠtasked ﾠthe ﾠ
Director ﾠ of ﾠEducation ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ collection ﾠ of ﾠ scattered ﾠ antiquities ﾠ from ﾠ every ﾠ
region ﾠin ﾠschools, ﾠso ﾠthat ﾠevery ﾠschool ﾠhad ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠcuratorial ﾠduties ﾠ
were ﾠassigned ﾠto ﾠteachers ﾠ(Gazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ64). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1827 ﾠthe ﾠNational ﾠAssembly ﾠin ﾠTroezene ﾠadopted ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠConstitution ﾠ
and ﾠelected ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠPresident ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry, ﾠIoannis ﾠKapodistrias ﾠ(Clogg ﾠ1992: ﾠ
41-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ This ﾠ Constitution ﾠ contained ﾠ an ﾠ article ﾠ that ﾠ prohibited ﾠ the ﾠ export ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities ﾠ and ﾠ encouraged ﾠ people ﾠ to ﾠ surrender ﾠ their ﾠ finds ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ ﾠ 78 ﾠ
authorities. ﾠThe ﾠsame ﾠarticle ﾠwas ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ1829 ﾠrevision ﾠ(Kokkou ﾠ1977: ﾠ
34, ﾠ 38-ﾭ‐‑41). ﾠ A ﾠ Director ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ National ﾠ Museum ﾠ was ﾠ appointed ﾠ in ﾠ 1829. ﾠ The ﾠ
National ﾠMuseum ﾠconsisted ﾠof ﾠpiles ﾠof ﾠscattered ﾠancient ﾠremains ﾠhosted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
Orphanage ﾠHouse ﾠin ﾠAegina, ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠcapital ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate. ﾠNo ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ existed. ﾠ The ﾠ Presidential ﾠ Decree ﾠ no. ﾠ 953 ﾠ (1830) ﾠ became ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ
archaeological ﾠlegislative ﾠdocument ﾠ(idem: ﾠ50-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠwas ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠState, ﾠratified ﾠin ﾠ
1834 ﾠ (‘About ﾠ scientific ﾠ and ﾠ technological ﾠ collections, ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ discovery ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠuses’, ﾠ10/22 ﾠMay ﾠ1834 ﾠin ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ123-ﾭ‐‑
41). ﾠ This ﾠ piece ﾠ of ﾠ legislation ﾠwas ﾠ drafted ﾠby ﾠ Georg ﾠ Ludwig ﾠ von ﾠ Maurer, ﾠ an ﾠ
eminent ﾠlaw ﾠscholar ﾠand ﾠhistorian ﾠand ﾠA. ﾠWeissenburg, ﾠan ﾠarchitect ﾠwho ﾠwas ﾠ
appointed ﾠ General ﾠ Director ﾠ of ﾠ Antiquities, ﾠ and ﾠ has ﾠ defined ﾠ the ﾠ basis ﾠ for ﾠ
archaeology ﾠever ﾠsince ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1987a: ﾠ55-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠlaw ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠ‘all ﾠantiquities ﾠinside ﾠGreece, ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠworks ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
ancestors ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠpeople, ﾠare ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠpossession ﾠof ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠ
Greeks ﾠin ﾠgeneral’ ﾠ(article ﾠ61). ﾠThe ﾠfoundation ﾠfor ﾠstate ﾠproperty ﾠrights ﾠwas ﾠset. ﾠ
‘All ﾠruins ﾠremaining ﾠon ﾠor ﾠunderneath ﾠnational ﾠland, ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbottom ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsea, ﾠ
rivers ﾠor ﾠpublic ﾠstreams, ﾠlakes ﾠor ﾠswamps, ﾠor ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠartefacts, ﾠof ﾠ
any ﾠname, ﾠare ﾠproperty ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠState’ ﾠ(article ﾠ62). ﾠThe ﾠlegislation ﾠwas ﾠstill ﾠflexible ﾠ
on ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠproperty ﾠrights ﾠacknowledging ﾠprivate ﾠownership ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠ
on ﾠ private ﾠ land. ﾠ ‘Private ﾠ property ﾠ is ﾠ all ﾠ private ﾠ collections ﾠ or ﾠ antiquities ﾠ
remaining ﾠ in ﾠ private ﾠ property, ﾠ all ﾠ ruins ﾠ on ﾠ private ﾠ land ﾠ or ﾠ underneath…’ ﾠ
(article ﾠ63). ﾠHowever ﾠthe ﾠpossibility ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠto ﾠexercise ﾠfurther ﾠrights ﾠfrom ﾠ
then ﾠon ﾠwas ﾠensured: ﾠ‘Those ﾠon ﾠprivate ﾠland ﾠor ﾠunderneath, ﾠin ﾠwalls ﾠor ﾠunder ﾠ
ruins ﾠor ﾠlying ﾠin ﾠany ﾠother ﾠway, ﾠdiscovered ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠexistence ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠlaw, ﾠhalf ﾠ
belong ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠstate…’ ﾠ(article ﾠ64). ﾠThe ﾠexport ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠwithout ﾠgovernment ﾠ
permit ﾠ was ﾠ prohibited ﾠ (article ﾠ 76) ﾠ and ﾠ nobody ﾠ was ﾠ allowed ﾠ to ﾠ attempt ﾠ to ﾠ ﾠ 79 ﾠ
excavate ﾠprivate ﾠor ﾠother ﾠproperty ﾠwithout ﾠa ﾠpermit ﾠ(article ﾠ100) ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ
123-ﾭ‐‑35). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠspirit ﾠof ﾠHellenism, ﾠMaurer ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠ‘the ﾠGreek ﾠantiquities…have ﾠ
above ﾠall ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠKingdom ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠhuge ﾠpolitical ﾠimportance…because ﾠthe ﾠ
idea ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreece ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠinspired ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠEurope ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠso ﾠbig ﾠinterest ﾠ
about ﾠthe ﾠfight ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠheroes ﾠof ﾠModern ﾠGreece’ ﾠ(quoted ﾠin ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ18-ﾭ‐‑
9). ﾠThe ﾠlaw ﾠwas ﾠmodelled ﾠon ﾠVatican ﾠState ﾠlegislation ﾠdealing ﾠwith ﾠantiquities ﾠ
(Petrakos ﾠ1987a: ﾠ55). ﾠThe ﾠpremise ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠlegislation ﾠis ﾠextremely ﾠreminiscent ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠpublic ﾠdebate ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠregime ﾠthat ﾠwould ﾠsuit ﾠthe ﾠnation’s ﾠneeds. ﾠWithin ﾠit, ﾠ
Napoleon’s ﾠ dictum ﾠ ‘everything ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠp e o p l e ,  ﾠn o t h i n g  ﾠb y  ﾠt h e  ﾠp e o p l e ’ ﾠ was ﾠ
popular ﾠ(Koliopoulos ﾠand ﾠVeremis ﾠ2002: ﾠ11-ﾭ‐‑46) ﾠand ﾠa ﾠdictum ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
fulfilled ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠnext ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠto ﾠcome. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfailure ﾠacross ﾠGreece ﾠto ﾠrecognise ﾠand ﾠact ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠwas ﾠfrequently ﾠ
reported ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠjournals ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠlist ﾠof ﾠreferences ﾠfrom ﾠ
the ﾠPraktika ﾠtis ﾠArchaiologikis ﾠEtaireias, ﾠsee ﾠGazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ53). ﾠA ﾠnew ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
law ﾠ (24 ﾠ July ﾠ 1899, ﾠ 2646/1899 ﾠ in ﾠ Petrakos ﾠ 1982: ﾠ 141-ﾭ‐‑51) ﾠ was ﾠ promulgated ﾠ to ﾠ
remedy ﾠ the ﾠ situation. ﾠ Law ﾠ no. ﾠ 2646/1899 ﾠ determined ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠa ﾠcentury ﾠbecause ﾠits ﾠbasic ﾠpremises ﾠwere ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠ
1932 ﾠin ﾠa ﾠcodification ﾠof ﾠlaws ﾠand ﾠdecrees ﾠissued ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmeantime ﾠ(5351/1932 ﾠin ﾠ
idem: ﾠ152-ﾭ‐‑70) ﾠand ﾠit ﾠeffectively ﾠremained ﾠin ﾠuse ﾠuntil ﾠ2002 ﾠ(idem: ﾠ21). ﾠThis ﾠlaw ﾠ
introduced ﾠthe ﾠabsolute ﾠright ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpossession ﾠof ﾠall ﾠantiquities, ﾠa ﾠ
condition ﾠ that ﾠ remains ﾠ in ﾠ force ﾠ and ﾠ is ﾠ considered ﾠ the ﾠ cornerstone ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
protection ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠraison ﾠd’ ﾠêtre ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠitself. ﾠ
‘All ﾠ antiquities ﾠ in ﾠ Greece, ﾠ no ﾠ matter ﾠ where ﾠ they ﾠ lie, ﾠ in ﾠ public ﾠ or ﾠ private ﾠ
property, ﾠmovable ﾠor ﾠnon ﾠmovable, ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠancient ﾠtime ﾠand ﾠonwards, ﾠ
are ﾠstate ﾠproperty’ ﾠ(article ﾠ1). ﾠThe ﾠright ﾠto ﾠcompensation ﾠfor ﾠlandowners ﾠwas ﾠ
also ﾠestablished ﾠ(idem: ﾠ21-ﾭ‐‑2, ﾠ141-ﾭ‐‑51). ﾠ ﾠ 80 ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ law ﾠ of ﾠ 1899 ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ regarded ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ ‘enlightened ﾠ foundation’ ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠby ﾠeminent ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ(Karouzos ﾠmentioned ﾠ
in ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ34). ﾠPanayiotis ﾠKavvadias, ﾠthe ﾠlegislator, ﾠwas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠ
influential ﾠfigures ﾠof ﾠearly ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology. ﾠHe ﾠhad ﾠalready ﾠbeen ﾠGeneral ﾠ
Director ﾠof ﾠAntiquities ﾠfor ﾠ14 ﾠyears ﾠin ﾠ1899, ﾠand ﾠenjoying ﾠthe ﾠfavour ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠRoyal ﾠ
Court, ﾠhe ﾠorganised ﾠthe ﾠstructure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠService ﾠby ﾠthis ﾠlaw, ﾠwhich ﾠreflected ﾠhis ﾠ
systematic ﾠ thinking ﾠ and ﾠ authoritarian ﾠ approach. ﾠ Although ﾠ he ﾠ was ﾠ highly ﾠ
esteemed ﾠby ﾠhis ﾠforeign ﾠcolleagues ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsuccessful ﾠand ﾠefficient ﾠfulfilment ﾠof ﾠ
his ﾠduties, ﾠhe ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠvery ﾠpopular ﾠwith ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠoccasion ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ army-ﾭ‐‑backed ﾠ coup ﾠ in ﾠ Goudi ﾠ (Athens) ﾠ in ﾠ 1909, ﾠ many ﾠ Directors ﾠ of ﾠ
Ephorates ﾠdemanded ﾠand ﾠsucceeded ﾠin ﾠgetting ﾠhis ﾠremoval ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠpost ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
General ﾠDirector ﾠ(idem: ﾠ57-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1932, ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠof ﾠ1899 ﾠand ﾠothers ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠissued ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmeantime6 ﾠwere ﾠ
brought ﾠtogether ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcodified ﾠlegal ﾠtext ﾠ5351/1932 ﾠOn ﾠAntiquities ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ
1982: ﾠ152-ﾭ‐‑70). ﾠThe ﾠcodification ﾠmainly ﾠdealt ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠownership, ﾠand ﾠ
expanded ﾠ protection ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ medieval ﾠ period ﾠ without ﾠ stating ﾠ a ﾠ terminus ﾠ ante ﾠ
quem ﾠ (Skoures ﾠ and ﾠ Trova ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 12). ﾠ It ﾠ was ﾠ regarded ﾠ as ﾠ ‘absolutely ﾠ concise, ﾠ
flexible ﾠand ﾠsatisfactory’ ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠcontained ﾠgaps ﾠthat ﾠallowed ﾠfor ﾠfreedom ﾠof ﾠ
action. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime ﾠthough, ﾠthese ﾠgaps ﾠand ﾠcase-ﾭ‐‑by-ﾭ‐‑case ﾠdecision-ﾭ‐‑making ﾠ
exposed ﾠ antiquities ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ management ﾠ to ﾠ criticism ﾠ and ﾠ caused ﾠ great ﾠ
problems ﾠ (Venizelos ﾠ in ﾠ Trova ﾠ 2004: ﾠ 10). ﾠ It ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ been ﾠ critiqued ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
grounds ﾠof ﾠits ﾠ‘archaeocentric’ ﾠfounding ﾠspirit ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠinsufficiency ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpenal ﾠ
measures ﾠ (Recommendation ﾠ Report ﾠ for ﾠ Law ﾠ no. ﾠ 3028/2002, ﾠ mentioned ﾠ in ﾠ
Skoures ﾠand ﾠTrova ﾠ2003: ﾠ58). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
6 ﾠLaws ﾠ5351, ﾠΒΧΜΣΤ, ﾠ2447, ﾠ491, ﾠ4823, ﾠand ﾠLegal ﾠDecree ﾠof ﾠ12/16 ﾠJune ﾠ1926 ﾠ ﾠ 81 ﾠ
Despite ﾠits ﾠweaknesses ﾠand ﾠtaking ﾠinto ﾠconsideration ﾠthe ﾠtremendous ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠ
economic ﾠchanges ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ1950s ﾠonwards, ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠits ﾠimplementation ﾠ
can ﾠbe ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠsatisfactory ﾠas ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsafeguarding ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠ
of ﾠantiquities. ﾠIn ﾠaddition, ﾠmany ﾠefforts ﾠwere ﾠmade ﾠto ﾠlimit ﾠits ﾠeffect ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠ
last ﾠforty ﾠyears ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠobstacles ﾠit ﾠposed ﾠto ﾠconstruction ﾠand ﾠindustrial ﾠ
development. ﾠIt ﾠremained ﾠin ﾠuse ﾠuntil ﾠ2002, ﾠalthough ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠits ﾠarticles ﾠwere ﾠ
not ﾠeven ﾠcompatible ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ1975 ﾠConstitution ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ26-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1950, ﾠLaw ﾠno. ﾠ1469, ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠProtection ﾠof ﾠa ﾠSpecial ﾠCategory ﾠof ﾠBuildings ﾠand ﾠ
Works ﾠof ﾠArt, ﾠextended ﾠprotection ﾠto ﾠmonuments ﾠdated ﾠafter ﾠ1830, ﾠresponding ﾠto ﾠ
Greek ﾠintrospection ﾠafter ﾠdefeat ﾠin ﾠAsia ﾠMinor ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ171-ﾭ‐‑3; ﾠSkoures ﾠ
and ﾠ Trova ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 13) ﾠ A ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ decrees ﾠ and ﾠ Supreme ﾠ Court ﾠ decisions ﾠ were ﾠ
issued ﾠto ﾠconfront ﾠproblems ﾠthat ﾠarose ﾠfrom ﾠchanging ﾠconditions ﾠor ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠ
not ﾠbeen ﾠtaken ﾠinto ﾠconsideration ﾠinitially ﾠ(Trichilis ﾠ1990). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcurrent ﾠConstitution, ﾠratified ﾠin ﾠ1975, ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠto ﾠrefer ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠnatural ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠenvironment ﾠ(Skoures ﾠand ﾠTrova ﾠ2003: ﾠ9). ﾠIn ﾠ2001, ﾠ
the ﾠrelevant ﾠarticle ﾠwas ﾠrephrased ﾠas ﾠfollows: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnatural ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠenvironment ﾠconstitutes ﾠan ﾠ
obligation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠeveryone’s ﾠright. ﾠFor ﾠits ﾠsafeguarding, ﾠthe ﾠ
state ﾠis ﾠobliged ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠpreventive ﾠand ﾠrepressive ﾠmeasures ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
frame ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ principle ﾠ of ﾠ sustainability ﾠ (article ﾠ 24, ﾠ par. ﾠ 1, ﾠ The ﾠ
Constitution ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠ2010: ﾠ38). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠ individual ﾠ right ﾠ to ﾠ protection ﾠ has ﾠ provided ﾠ fundamental ﾠ support ﾠ for ﾠ
citizens ﾠ who ﾠ act ﾠ themselves ﾠ to ﾠ challenge ﾠ interventions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ environment, ﾠ
individually ﾠor ﾠorganised ﾠin ﾠgroups ﾠ ﾠ(as ﾠforeseen ﾠby ﾠKondiadis ﾠand ﾠSkoures, ﾠ
mentioned ﾠin ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ137, ﾠn. ﾠ22). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 82 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Legal ﾠ theory, ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ relevant ﾠ articles, ﾠ contends ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ constitutional ﾠ
provision ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠenvironment ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠrefers ﾠto ﾠmeasures ﾠfor ﾠ
protection ﾠ from ﾠ destruction ﾠ but ﾠ also ﾠ to ﾠ ensuring ﾠ its ﾠ enjoyment ﾠ by ﾠ as ﾠ many ﾠ
people ﾠ as ﾠ possible ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ enhancement ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ element ﾠ that ﾠ enriches ﾠ and ﾠ
improves ﾠquality ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠ(article ﾠ2, ﾠpar. ﾠ1: ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠState’s ﾠObligation ﾠto ﾠRespect ﾠand ﾠ
Protect ﾠ Human ﾠ Value, ﾠ and ﾠ article ﾠ 5, ﾠ par. ﾠ 1: ﾠ On ﾠ the ﾠ Right ﾠ for ﾠ Free ﾠ Personality ﾠ
Development ﾠand ﾠParticipation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠSocial, ﾠEconomic ﾠand ﾠPolitical ﾠLife, ﾠVoudouri ﾠ
2003: ﾠ134). ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsixth ﾠparagraph ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠarticle, ﾠmonuments, ﾠ
traditional ﾠareas ﾠand ﾠelements ﾠare ﾠprotected ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠstate, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠdefines ﾠ
the ﾠ way ﾠ and ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ compensation ﾠ for ﾠ owners ﾠ whose ﾠ property ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ
affected ﾠby ﾠprotection ﾠmeasures. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ took ﾠ ten ﾠ years, ﾠ nine ﾠ ministers ﾠ and ﾠ ten ﾠ preparatory ﾠ committees ﾠ before ﾠ the ﾠ
current ﾠ law ﾠ was ﾠ enacted ﾠ in ﾠ 2002 ﾠ (Law ﾠ no. ﾠ 3028/2002, ﾠ On ﾠ the ﾠ Protection ﾠ of ﾠ
Antiquities ﾠ and ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Heritage ﾠ in ﾠ General) ﾠ (Papapetropoulos ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 5-ﾭ‐‑13). ﾠ Its ﾠ
recommendation ﾠreport ﾠjustifies ﾠits ﾠnecessity ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠsignificant ﾠchanges ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
world, ﾠtechnology, ﾠresearch, ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠto ﾠcitizens ﾠand ﾠsociety, ﾠand ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠcontentious ﾠand ﾠinsufficient ﾠpremises ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprevious ﾠlegal ﾠframework. ﾠThe ﾠ
identification ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠwith ﾠrestriction ﾠand ﾠprohibition ﾠhad ﾠled ﾠto ﾠdistrust ﾠ
with ﾠcitizens ﾠand ﾠa ﾠconflict ﾠbetween ﾠthose ﾠconcerned ﾠwith ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠthose ﾠ
with ﾠprivate ﾠinterests, ﾠthus ﾠreducing ﾠthe ﾠmeasures’ ﾠeffectiveness. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠ
time, ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ came ﾠ to ﾠ demand ﾠ more ﾠ efficient ﾠ administration, ﾠ more ﾠ
transparent ﾠ legal ﾠ procedures ﾠ and ﾠ better ﾠ quality ﾠ of ﾠ life, ﾠ which ﾠ led ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
realisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ need ﾠ to ﾠ base ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management ﾠ on ﾠ universal ﾠ
sensitisation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage. ﾠ This ﾠ law ﾠ was ﾠ therefore ﾠ
introduced ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ achieving ﾠ as ﾠ much ﾠ cooperation ﾠ from ﾠ people ﾠ as ﾠ
possible. ﾠThis ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠclearly ﾠseen ﾠin ﾠfour ﾠout ﾠof ﾠeleven ﾠfounding ﾠprinciples: ﾠthe ﾠ
social ﾠdimension ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠ(III), ﾠthe ﾠenrichment ﾠof ﾠprotective ﾠstrategies ﾠ(IV), ﾠ ﾠ 83 ﾠ
the ﾠcomplementarity ﾠbetween ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠcitizens’ ﾠduties ﾠ(V) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠfacilitation ﾠ
of ﾠcitizens’ ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠfeatures ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠ(IX) ﾠ(mentioned ﾠin ﾠSkoures ﾠ
and ﾠTrova ﾠ2003: ﾠ59-ﾭ‐‑60, ﾠ63-ﾭ‐‑6, ﾠ70). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠgeneral, ﾠthis ﾠlaw ﾠencapsulates ﾠthe ﾠofficial ﾠapproach ﾠtowards ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠ
as ﾠ‘monuments’, ﾠ‘archaeological ﾠsites’, ﾠ‘historical ﾠsites’ ﾠor ﾠ‘intangible ﾠcultural ﾠ
goods’ ﾠand ﾠdeclares ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠprotection ﾠaims ﾠat ﾠ‘preserving ﾠhistorical ﾠmemory ﾠ
for ﾠ present ﾠ and ﾠ future ﾠ generations ﾠ and ﾠ enhancing ﾠ the ﾠ cultural ﾠ environment’ ﾠ
(article ﾠ1, ﾠpar. ﾠ1). ﾠProtection ﾠis ﾠgranted ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠresource’s ﾠdate ﾠand ﾠ
significance ﾠ — ﾠ architectural, ﾠ town ﾠ planning, ﾠ social, ﾠ ethnological, ﾠ folklore, ﾠ
technical, ﾠ industrial ﾠ or ﾠ in ﾠ general, ﾠ historical, ﾠ artistic ﾠ or ﾠ scientific. ﾠ Protection ﾠ
applies, ﾠ in ﾠ descending ﾠ order, ﾠ to ﾠ everything ﾠ that ﾠ predates ﾠ 1830 ﾠ (or ﾠ 1453 ﾠ
regarding ﾠmovable ﾠmonuments), ﾠto ﾠsignificant ﾠmonuments ﾠonly ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠ
dated ﾠto ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠone ﾠhundred ﾠyears ﾠago, ﾠand ﾠto ﾠespecially ﾠsignificant ﾠones ﾠ
when ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠdated ﾠto ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠone ﾠhundred ﾠyears ﾠ(article ﾠ6, ﾠpar. ﾠ1 ﾠand ﾠ
article ﾠ20, ﾠpar. ﾠ1). ﾠSimilar ﾠchronological ﾠgroupings ﾠdetermine ﾠthe ﾠorganisation ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠin ﾠMinistry ﾠDirectorates ﾠ(e.g. ﾠPrehistoric ﾠ
and ﾠClassical, ﾠByzantine ﾠand ﾠPost-ﾭ‐‑Byzantine) ﾠand ﾠEphorates ﾠrespectively ﾠ(see ﾠ
above ﾠn. ﾠ4, ﾠp. ﾠ56), ﾠmuseums ﾠ(e.g. ﾠArchaeological ﾠor ﾠByzantine) ﾠand ﾠCentral ﾠand ﾠ
Local ﾠCouncils ﾠ(e.g. ﾠArchaeological ﾠor ﾠof ﾠModern ﾠMonuments, ﾠsee ﾠbelow ﾠn. ﾠ7, ﾠp. ﾠ
75). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠanalysis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmeaning ﾠof ﾠ‘protection’ ﾠreveals ﾠmore ﾠspecifically ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠ
social ﾠdimension ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠlies. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠarticle ﾠ3, ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠan ﾠ
antiquity ﾠconsists ﾠof: ﾠlocation, ﾠresearch, ﾠrecording, ﾠdocumentation ﾠand ﾠstudy ﾠof ﾠ
its ﾠ elements ﾠ (passage ﾠ 1), ﾠ preservation ﾠ and ﾠ prevention ﾠ of ﾠ destruction, ﾠ
disfigurement ﾠor ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠany ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠdamage, ﾠdirect ﾠor ﾠindirect ﾠto ﾠit ﾠ(passage ﾠ
2), ﾠ prevention ﾠ of ﾠ illegal ﾠ excavations, ﾠ theft ﾠ and ﾠ illegal ﾠ export ﾠ (passage ﾠ 3), ﾠ
conservation ﾠ and, ﾠ in ﾠ appropriate ﾠ circumstances, ﾠ restoration ﾠ (passage ﾠ 4), ﾠ ﾠ 84 ﾠ
facilitation ﾠof ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠand ﾠcommunication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠwith ﾠit ﾠ(passage ﾠ5), ﾠ
enhancement ﾠ and ﾠ integration ﾠ into ﾠ contemporary ﾠ social ﾠ life ﾠ (passage ﾠ 6) ﾠ and ﾠ
education, ﾠ aesthetic ﾠ enjoyment ﾠ and ﾠ public ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage ﾠ
(passage ﾠ 7). ﾠ Passages ﾠ 5 ﾠ to ﾠ 7 ﾠ thus ﾠ directly ﾠ refer ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ dimension ﾠ of ﾠ
protection. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Further ﾠmeasures ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠand ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠmonuments ﾠset ﾠthe ﾠregulatory ﾠ
framework ﾠ for ﾠ implementing ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ dimension. ﾠ More ﾠ particularly, ﾠ
according ﾠto ﾠKarakostas ﾠ(2004: ﾠ286), ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠconsists ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠobligation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠuser ﾠor ﾠowner ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmonument ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠpreserved ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
financial ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠor ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠauthority ﾠto ﾠallow ﾠpublic ﾠaccess, ﾠ
under ﾠcertain ﾠconditions ﾠ(article ﾠ11, ﾠpar. ﾠ2 ﾠand ﾠarticle ﾠ29, ﾠpar. ﾠ2) ﾠand ﾠof ﾠprivate ﾠ
collectors’ ﾠobligation ﾠto ﾠloan ﾠartefacts ﾠfor ﾠpublic ﾠview ﾠ(article ﾠ31, ﾠpar. ﾠ9), ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠ
as ﾠthe ﾠprovisions ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠ(article ﾠ45) ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthose ﾠ
regarding ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ monuments ﾠ (article ﾠ 46). ﾠ In ﾠ this ﾠ way, ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ
collections ﾠor ﾠmonuments ﾠin ﾠprivate ﾠhands ﾠis ﾠensured ﾠand ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠ
of ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠis ﾠregulated. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Indeed, ﾠas ﾠGogos ﾠ(2004: ﾠ306, ﾠ317) ﾠpoints ﾠout, ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠendorses ﾠvisiting ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
common ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ peoples’ ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ monuments, ﾠ under ﾠ conditions ﾠ set ﾠ by ﾠ
ministerial ﾠ decision, ﾠ and ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ basis ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ legislation ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ
nineteenth ﾠ century. ﾠ He ﾠ thus ﾠ points ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ much-ﾭ‐‑emphasised ﾠ
‘innovation’ ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠlaw ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠactually ﾠall ﾠthat ﾠnew. ﾠIndeed, ﾠVoudouri ﾠ
(2003: ﾠ113-ﾭ‐‑4) ﾠmentions ﾠthat ﾠsince ﾠ1834 ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠhas ﾠmandated ﾠthat ﾠmuseums ﾠare ﾠ
open ﾠto ﾠeveryone ﾠwho ﾠis ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠvisiting ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠa ﾠlater ﾠroyal ﾠdecree ﾠ
specifically ﾠ identified ﾠ their ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ educational ﾠ mission. ﾠ Gazi ﾠ (1993: ﾠ 64-ﾭ‐‑6) ﾠ
maintains ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠconception ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠmuseums ﾠas ﾠplaces ﾠfor ﾠpublic ﾠenjoyment ﾠ
is ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠcharacteristics ﾠof ﾠearly ﾠmuseum ﾠdevelopment, ﾠat ﾠ
least ﾠas ﾠfar ﾠas ﾠcentral ﾠmuseums ﾠwere ﾠconcerned, ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠhas ﾠ ﾠ 85 ﾠ
been ﾠregulated ﾠby ﾠlegislation. ﾠProvincial ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠ
have ﾠ preserved ﾠ their ﾠ role ﾠ as ﾠ depositories ﾠ until ﾠ very ﾠ recently ﾠ (Hourmouziadi ﾠ
2006: ﾠ112). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcurrent ﾠlaw ﾠthus ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑invents ﾠmuseums ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠpressure ﾠof ﾠreconciliation ﾠ
between ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠpromote ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠdimension ﾠof ﾠ
protection. ﾠThe ﾠlatter ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbegin ﾠand ﾠend ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠvisit ﾠto ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠor ﾠan ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite, ﾠboth ﾠhighly ﾠcontrolled ﾠand ﾠregulated ﾠspaces, ﾠwhere ﾠformal ﾠ
approaches ﾠenjoy ﾠfull ﾠand ﾠuncontested ﾠauthority ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠvisitor. ﾠArticles ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
law ﾠ referring ﾠ to ﾠ museums ﾠ constitute ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ regulatory ﾠ framework ﾠ for ﾠ
museums ﾠ (Papapetropoulos ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 190). ﾠ Based ﾠ on ﾠ ICOM’s ﾠ definition ﾠ of ﾠ
museums, ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ law ﾠ has ﾠ adopted ﾠ the ﾠ profile ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ complex ﾠ
organisation, ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ extensive ﾠ and ﾠ multi-ﾭ‐‑dimensional ﾠ role ﾠ (Voudouri ﾠ
2003: ﾠ 120). ﾠ Additionally, ﾠ a ﾠ continuous ﾠ flow ﾠ of ﾠ funding ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ CSF ﾠ has ﾠ
resulted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ opening ﾠ and ﾠ renovation ﾠ of ﾠ numerous ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ throughout ﾠ the ﾠ country ﾠ and ﾠ some ﾠ even ﾠ run ﾠ educational ﾠ
programmes ﾠ(idem: ﾠ117; ﾠe.g. ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ2007). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠmuseums ﾠstill ﾠlies ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠ
premises ﾠ set ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ law ﾠ and ﾠ even ﾠ the ﾠ Constitution. ﾠ As ﾠ integral ﾠ parts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Ephorates ﾠthey ﾠbelong ﾠto, ﾠthey ﾠaccumulate ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠstorerooms ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠboth ﾠ
systematic ﾠ and ﾠ rescue ﾠ excavations. ﾠ Without ﾠ sufficient ﾠ human ﾠ and ﾠ financial ﾠ
resources, ﾠthe ﾠpublic’s ﾠphysical ﾠand ﾠintellectual ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠmuseums ﾠcollections ﾠis ﾠ
impossible. ﾠEven ﾠinterested ﾠresearchers ﾠare ﾠoften ﾠnot ﾠallowed ﾠto ﾠaccess ﾠmaterial ﾠ
that ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠleft ﾠunpublished, ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠexcavators’ ﾠspecific ﾠlegal ﾠobligation, ﾠ
and ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠunlikely ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠpublished, ﾠin ﾠbreach ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠConstitutional ﾠpremises ﾠ
on ﾠthe ﾠfreedom ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠ(The ﾠConstitution ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠ2010: ﾠarticle ﾠ16, ﾠpar. ﾠ1). ﾠ
Museums ﾠtend ﾠto ﾠtreat ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠan ﾠundifferentiated ﾠmass, ﾠand ﾠsee ﾠvisitor ﾠ
studies ﾠas ﾠredundant, ﾠinstead ﾠof ﾠputting ﾠall ﾠtheir ﾠefforts ﾠinto ﾠattracting ﾠvisitors, ﾠ ﾠ 86 ﾠ
enriching ﾠ visits ﾠ and ﾠ engaging ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ in ﾠ active ﾠ participation ﾠ and ﾠ
dialogue ﾠ (Voudouri ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 479). ﾠ In ﾠ this ﾠ context, ﾠ it ﾠ remains ﾠ doubtful ﾠ if ﾠ
renovations ﾠand ﾠfoundations ﾠof ﾠnew ﾠmuseums ﾠcan ﾠbring ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠaesthetic ﾠ
and ﾠ technical ﾠ changes, ﾠ rather ﾠ than ﾠ fundamental ﾠ changes ﾠ and ﾠ ruptures ﾠ with ﾠ
deeply ﾠ rooted ﾠ mentalities ﾠ and ﾠ traditional ﾠ stereotypes ﾠ (idem: ﾠ 481). ﾠ Further ﾠ
changes ﾠintroduced ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlaw, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠaccreditation ﾠof ﾠmuseums, ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠ
been ﾠimplemented ﾠyet. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠwith ﾠother ﾠprogressive ﾠlegislative ﾠ
texts, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠLaw ﾠno. ﾠ5081, ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠFoundation ﾠof ﾠCity ﾠMuseums, ﾠissued ﾠin ﾠ
1931, ﾠthat ﾠpromoted ﾠa ﾠprogressive ﾠapproach ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠas ﾠintellectual-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠ
centres ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ service ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ communities, ﾠ which ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ never ﾠ been ﾠ
implemented ﾠ(idem: ﾠ116). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmonument ﾠfor ﾠan ﾠevent ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠgranted ﾠby ﾠministerial ﾠdecision ﾠ
under ﾠconditions ﾠand ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠrelevant ﾠCouncil7 ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠconsulted. ﾠThe ﾠlaw ﾠ
prescribes ﾠthat ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠconditions ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcompatibility ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠevent ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
character ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ monument ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ protected ﾠ site ﾠ (article ﾠ 46, ﾠ par. ﾠ 1). ﾠ
Papapetropoulos, ﾠa ﾠlegal ﾠcounsellor ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
twenty ﾠyears, ﾠfurther ﾠinterprets ﾠthis ﾠby ﾠadding ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠevent ﾠneeds ﾠto ﾠconcur ﾠ
with ﾠ the ﾠ original ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ monument ﾠ and ﾠ be ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ ‘appropriate ﾠ quality’ ﾠ
(Papapetropoulos ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 200). ﾠ There ﾠ are ﾠ no ﾠ specifications ﾠ as ﾠ to ﾠ what ﾠ this ﾠ
‘appropriate ﾠ quality’ ﾠ is ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ judgment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ relevant ﾠ Council. ﾠ
Therefore, ﾠapproval ﾠdepends ﾠgreatly ﾠon ﾠdiscrete ﾠpower ﾠand ﾠprediction ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
extent ﾠ of ﾠ wear ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ monument ﾠ (Gogos ﾠ 2004: ﾠ 309-ﾭ‐‑10). ﾠ When ﾠ permission ﾠ is ﾠ
granted, ﾠthe ﾠapplicant ﾠis ﾠinformed ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠministerial ﾠdecision ﾠand ﾠits ﾠconditions. ﾠ
No ﾠ agreement ﾠ is ﾠ signed ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ parties ﾠ (Papapetropoulos ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 200), ﾠ a ﾠ
formality ﾠ that ﾠ would ﾠ however ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ the ﾠ will ﾠ to ﾠ pursue ﾠ consent ﾠ and ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
7 ﾠThe ﾠCentral ﾠArchaeological ﾠCouncil ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠCentral ﾠCouncil ﾠfor ﾠModern ﾠMonuments ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠ
highest ﾠadvisory ﾠbodies ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinister ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠand ﾠare ﾠpresided ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠGeneral ﾠ
Secretary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry. ﾠ ﾠ 87 ﾠ
emphasise ﾠthe ﾠobligations ﾠthat ﾠderive ﾠfrom ﾠaccepting ﾠthe ﾠconditions ﾠimposed, ﾠ
instead ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠan ﾠauthority ﾠthat ﾠconfines ﾠits ﾠactions ﾠto ﾠannouncing ﾠits ﾠ
decisions. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ process ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ been ﾠ unproblematic, ﾠ especially ﾠ
regarding ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites. ﾠ Occasional, ﾠ although ﾠ not ﾠ frequent, ﾠ
disagreements ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ Minister ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ Central ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Council ﾠ
(e.g. ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ hosting ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ Calvin ﾠ Klein ﾠ fashion ﾠ show ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ Herodium ﾠ
auditorium, ﾠsee ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ248), ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠCouncil’s ﾠswing ﾠof ﾠopinion ﾠfrom ﾠ
week ﾠto ﾠweek ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠrejection ﾠand ﾠapproval ﾠwithin ﾠthree ﾠweeks’ ﾠtime ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
concert ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ German ﾠ rock ﾠ band ﾠ Scorpions ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ castle ﾠ of ﾠ Mytilene ﾠ was ﾠ
reported ﾠ widely ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ daily ﾠ press, ﾠ Giakoumi ﾠ 2009; ﾠ Kodrarou-ﾭ‐‑Rassia ﾠ 2009a, ﾠ
2009b; ﾠTo ﾠVima ﾠ2009), ﾠhave ﾠexposed ﾠthe ﾠsubjective ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprocess. ﾠThe ﾠlack ﾠ
of ﾠspecific ﾠcriteria ﾠand ﾠstated ﾠdegrees ﾠof ﾠtolerated ﾠdeviation ﾠfrom ﾠthem ﾠrenders ﾠ
the ﾠdecisions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCentral ﾠArchaeological ﾠCouncil ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠMinister ﾠobscure, ﾠ
vulnerable, ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠcritique ﾠand ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠpromote ﾠtransparency. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ is ﾠ also ﾠ worth ﾠ mentioning ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ
insisted ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcriterion ﾠof ﾠcompatibility ﾠof ﾠevents ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
monument ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠpreparation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠLaw ﾠno. ﾠ3028/2002. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠ
ensuring ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠevent ﾠwill ﾠhelp ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠexperience ﾠthe ﾠmonument ﾠin ﾠcontext ﾠ
in ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonument ﾠsimply ﾠas ﾠa ﾠsetting ﾠfor ﾠsocial ﾠevents ﾠ
(mentioned ﾠin ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ249). ﾠHowever, ﾠthis ﾠmeans ﾠthe ﾠfurther ﾠrestriction ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠtype ﾠof ﾠevents ﾠthat ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠhosted, ﾠand ﾠdictates ﾠa ﾠmeaningful ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠmonuments, ﾠaway ﾠfrom ﾠaesthetic ﾠideals, ﾠthat ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeology ﾠitself ﾠhas ﾠ
never ﾠsupported. ﾠThere ﾠare ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠobject ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations’ ﾠ
use ﾠof ﾠmonuments ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠgrounds ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠrepresentatives ﾠuse ﾠantiquities ﾠto ﾠ
raise ﾠ the ﾠ status ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ events ﾠ (Papapetropoulos ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 46), ﾠ thus ﾠ trying ﾠ to ﾠ ﾠ 88 ﾠ
exclude ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠsymbolic ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠanyone ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠitself ﾠ
and ﾠrevealing ﾠthereby ﾠwhat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthink ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠpatronising ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠoccasionally ﾠ
borders ﾠon ﾠcensorship, ﾠin ﾠbreach ﾠof ﾠ constitutionally ﾠprotected ﾠhuman ﾠrights. ﾠ
The ﾠbelief ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠduty ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠto ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠ‘ethical’ ﾠ
use ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ safeguard ﾠ their ﾠ ‘sacredness’ ﾠ from ﾠ any ﾠ insult ﾠ or ﾠ
vilification ﾠis ﾠwidespread. ﾠGeneral ﾠSecretaries ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠhave ﾠreacted ﾠto ﾠ
‘international ﾠprovocations’ ﾠranging ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠan ﾠimage ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠParthenon ﾠ
by ﾠCoca ﾠCola ﾠto ﾠrecent ﾠcovers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGerman ﾠmagazine ﾠFocus ﾠ(see ﾠHamilakis ﾠ
2007: ﾠ 5-ﾭ‐‑9; ﾠ Thermou ﾠ 2010a; ﾠ Focus ﾠ no. ﾠ 8, ﾠ 22/02/2010 ﾠ and ﾠ no. ﾠ 18, ﾠ 03/05/2010). ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠoften ﾠalso ﾠshare ﾠthe ﾠview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘damaging’ ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠantiquity ﾠby ﾠ
marketing ﾠ(Boulotis ﾠ1988). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ legal ﾠ grounds ﾠ stemming ﾠ from ﾠ intellectual ﾠ property ﾠ
legislation ﾠ (article ﾠ 29, ﾠ par. ﾠ 2, ﾠ Law ﾠ no. ﾠ 2121/1993, ﾠ Government ﾠ Gazette ﾠ
25A/4.03.1993), ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠpursued ﾠa ﾠ
case ﾠfurther ﾠthan ﾠprotest ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠgrounds ﾠof ﾠhumiliation ﾠand ﾠdistortion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
national ﾠcultural ﾠidentity. ﾠSuch ﾠpremises ﾠentail ﾠfurther ﾠideological ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠ
implications ﾠin ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠpossible ﾠuse ﾠto ﾠrestrict ﾠchallenges ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠofficially ﾠ
projected ﾠideology. ﾠThey ﾠalso ﾠraise ﾠissues ﾠabout ﾠbasic ﾠhuman ﾠrights, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
freedom ﾠof ﾠexpression, ﾠart ﾠand ﾠscience ﾠ(Voudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ236-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Despite ﾠmany ﾠchanges, ﾠthe ﾠclose ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠantiquities ﾠ
reveals ﾠthe ﾠconservative ﾠrole ﾠantiquities ﾠplay ﾠtoday, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠprivileged ﾠsymbolic ﾠ
foundation ﾠ of ﾠ national ﾠ identity ﾠ that ﾠ enforces ﾠ a ﾠ complex ﾠ of ﾠ introversion ﾠ and ﾠ
entrenchment ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnation’s ﾠpast. ﾠThese ﾠactions ﾠsuggest ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠ
ready ﾠ to ﾠ commit ﾠ and ﾠ embrace ﾠ its ﾠ social ﾠ role. ﾠ Moreover, ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠstill ﾠtend ﾠto ﾠapproach ﾠindividual ﾠor ﾠcollective ﾠinitiatives ﾠ ﾠ 89 ﾠ
that ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠdirectly ﾠcontrolled ﾠby ﾠthem, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠthreat ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠexclusive ﾠright ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
management ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresource, ﾠand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠend, ﾠto ﾠits ﾠexclusive ﾠ
appropriation ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠdispute ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠEPCA ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠresidents ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Hill ﾠof ﾠPhilopappou ﾠin ﾠAthens, ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠmight ﾠexplain ﾠthe ﾠreluctance ﾠnoted ﾠin ﾠincluding ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠthe ﾠphrase ﾠ‘in ﾠ
the ﾠservice ﾠof ﾠsociety ﾠand ﾠits ﾠdevelopment’. ﾠIn ﾠICOM’s ﾠdefinition ﾠthis ﾠphrase ﾠis ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠimportance ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠmuseum, ﾠeven ﾠpreceding ﾠthe ﾠdescription ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
museum’s ﾠ role. ﾠ Voudouri ﾠ (2003: ﾠ 119), ﾠ who ﾠ participated ﾠ in ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ law’s ﾠ
preparatory ﾠ committees, ﾠ recalls ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ considered ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ of ﾠ ‘no ﾠ legal ﾠ
importance’, ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ mission ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ museum ﾠ was ﾠ concluded ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
defined ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠfunctions. ﾠIt ﾠcan ﾠalso ﾠbe ﾠunderstood ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpoint ﾠthat ﾠillustrates ﾠ
major ﾠdiscrepancies ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠperspectives ﾠtaken ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠhow, ﾠin ﾠpractice, ﾠ
the ﾠsocial ﾠrole ﾠis ﾠput ﾠaside ﾠas ﾠsequential ﾠand ﾠ‘legally ﾠinsignificant’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠthe ﾠConstitution ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠestablish ﾠthe ﾠindividual ﾠ
right ﾠ of ﾠ protection, ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ individual ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ consequences ﾠ of ﾠ
breach ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ right ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ provided. ﾠ Protection ﾠ may ﾠ be ﾠ sought ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ
regulations ﾠconcerning ﾠthe ﾠright ﾠof ﾠpersonality ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠCivic ﾠCode, ﾠconsidering ﾠ
the ﾠ character ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities ﾠ as ﾠ things ﾠ of ﾠ common ﾠ use, ﾠ not ﾠ liable ﾠ to ﾠ adverse ﾠ
possession ﾠ and ﾠ transaction ﾠ (article ﾠ 57). ﾠ This ﾠ article ﾠ in ﾠ combination ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
premises ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠConstitution ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠempowers ﾠindividuals ﾠ
to ﾠpursue ﾠthe ﾠapplication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠin ﾠcourt ﾠ(Karakostas ﾠ2004: ﾠ
287-ﾭ‐‑96, ﾠalso ﾠsee ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ149). ﾠThe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠdesigned ﾠto ﾠ
motivate ﾠindividuals ﾠto ﾠprotect ﾠantiquities ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠprovision ﾠof ﾠrewards ﾠ
and ﾠcompensations ﾠ(Recommendation ﾠReport ﾠin ﾠSkoures ﾠand ﾠTrova ﾠ2003: ﾠ66), ﾠ
measures ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠcriticised ﾠas ﾠencouraging ﾠillicit ﾠexcavations ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠ
contributing ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfight ﾠagainst ﾠlooting. ﾠ
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Admittedly, ﾠ there ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ an ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ draft ﾠ a ﾠ modern ﾠ legislative ﾠ text ﾠ that ﾠ
would ﾠfacilitate ﾠindividual ﾠcollaboration ﾠin ﾠprotection ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠdescription ﾠ
of ﾠ specific ﾠ commitments, ﾠ obligations, ﾠ processes ﾠ of ﾠ notification ﾠ and ﾠ hearing, ﾠ
short ﾠdeadlines ﾠfor ﾠadministrative ﾠaction ﾠand ﾠrestricted ﾠdiscrete ﾠpower ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
part ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠadministration ﾠ(Recommendation ﾠReport ﾠin ﾠSkoures ﾠand ﾠTrova ﾠ2003: ﾠ
65). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠdoubtful ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠpremises ﾠare ﾠimplemented, ﾠjudging ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠ
that ﾠmake ﾠit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexpropriation ﾠof ﾠproperties ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
site ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtemple ﾠof ﾠArtemis ﾠAgrotera ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠdiscussed ﾠsince ﾠ1964 ﾠ
and ﾠremains ﾠunresolved, ﾠTo ﾠVima ﾠ2010a). ﾠThe ﾠLegal ﾠCounsel ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠ
has ﾠ commented ﾠ on ﾠ long ﾠ delays ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ issuing ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Presidential ﾠ Decrees ﾠ
necessary ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ different ﾠ regulations ﾠ (Papapetropoulos ﾠ
2006: ﾠ49). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠend, ﾠthis ﾠlaw ﾠconfirms ﾠthe ﾠaxiomatic ﾠbelief ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠthat ﾠonly ﾠthe ﾠstate, ﾠin ﾠits ﾠnarrow ﾠ
sense, ﾠ can ﾠ protect, ﾠ manage ﾠ and ﾠ enhance ﾠ antiquities ﾠ appropriately ﾠ and ﾠ
effectively. ﾠThis ﾠposition ﾠis ﾠoften ﾠprojected ﾠas ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑negotiable ﾠand ﾠguaranteed ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ future. ﾠ However, ﾠ it ﾠ overlooks ﾠ the ﾠ constantly ﾠ increasing ﾠ demand ﾠ for ﾠ
participation ﾠby ﾠother ﾠagents, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠChurch, ﾠprivate ﾠorganisations, ﾠlocal ﾠ
administrations ﾠ and ﾠ civil ﾠ society. ﾠIt ﾠ also ﾠdisregards ﾠ current ﾠ developments ﾠ in ﾠ
state ﾠpolicies ﾠon ﾠsocial ﾠresponsibility, ﾠthe ﾠright ﾠto ﾠdiversity, ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑government, ﾠ
and ﾠ other ﾠ methods ﾠ of ﾠ state ﾠ organisation ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑evaluation ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ
heritage ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠits ﾠincreasing ﾠeconomic ﾠrole. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠGreek ﾠ
museums, ﾠand ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠclaim ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠ
will ﾠ come ﾠ to ﾠ terms ﾠ with ﾠ current ﾠ and ﾠ changing ﾠ conditions ﾠ through ﾠ a ﾠ
comprehensive ﾠapproach, ﾠtheoretical ﾠinvestigation ﾠand ﾠstudy, ﾠpublic ﾠdiscourse ﾠ
and ﾠinstitutional ﾠand ﾠstructural ﾠchanges ﾠ(Voudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ483). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ 91 ﾠ
Since ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠwas ﾠratified ﾠin ﾠ2002, ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠhas ﾠtaken ﾠfurther ﾠlegal ﾠmeasures ﾠto ﾠ
enhance ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities. ﾠ In ﾠ 2007, ﾠ a ﾠ regulatory ﾠ framework ﾠ
regarding ﾠcultural ﾠsponsorship ﾠwas ﾠset ﾠby ﾠlaw ﾠ(Law ﾠno. ﾠ3525/2007, ﾠGovernment ﾠ
Gazette ﾠ 16/A/26.01.2007), ﾠ although ﾠ archaeological ﾠ works ﾠ have ﾠ benefited ﾠ little ﾠ
from ﾠit. ﾠIn ﾠ2008, ﾠthe ﾠDirectorate ﾠof ﾠDocumentation ﾠand ﾠProtection ﾠof ﾠCultural ﾠ
Goods ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠ(Law ﾠno. ﾠ3658/2008, ﾠGovernment ﾠGazette ﾠ70/A/22.04.2008) ﾠ
though ﾠagain ﾠits ﾠoperation ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠbrought ﾠsubstantial ﾠresults. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠaddition, ﾠfrom ﾠtime ﾠto ﾠtime ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠlegal ﾠframework ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠenforced ﾠ
with ﾠ the ﾠ ratification ﾠ of ﾠinternational ﾠ and ﾠEuropean ﾠ Conventions ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
Valetta ﾠConvention ﾠ(1964), ﾠthe ﾠUnidroit ﾠConvention ﾠ(1995), ﾠthe ﾠHague ﾠConvention ﾠ
(1954), ﾠ the ﾠ Granada ﾠ Convention ﾠ (1985), ﾠ the ﾠ Convention ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ Safeguarding ﾠ of ﾠ
Intangible ﾠCultural ﾠHeritage ﾠ(2003), ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠConvention ﾠ(1972) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
UNESCO ﾠ Convention ﾠ on ﾠ Illicit ﾠ Trade ﾠ (1970). ﾠ Further ﾠ regulatory ﾠ premises ﾠ are ﾠ
included ﾠin ﾠplanning ﾠand ﾠbuilding ﾠlegislation ﾠ(Law ﾠno. ﾠ2508/1997, ﾠGovernment ﾠ
Gazette ﾠ124A/13.06.1997) ﾠ(for ﾠfurther ﾠinformation ﾠsee ﾠthe ﾠHellenic ﾠSociety ﾠfor ﾠ
Law ﾠand ﾠArchaeology, ﾠhttp://www.law-ﾭ‐‑archaeology.gr/). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Legislative ﾠ measures ﾠ that ﾠ are ﾠ perceived ﾠ as ﾠ threatening ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠhave ﾠalso ﾠbeen ﾠintroduced ﾠin ﾠrecent ﾠyears. ﾠIn ﾠ2005, ﾠ
the ﾠDiving ﾠTourism ﾠLaw ﾠwas ﾠenacted ﾠ(Law ﾠno. ﾠ3409/2005, ﾠGovernment ﾠGazette ﾠ
273A/04.11.2005) ﾠand ﾠdiving ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠbreathing ﾠequipment ﾠwas ﾠallowed. ﾠ
A ﾠfield ﾠlargely ﾠunexplored ﾠand ﾠextremely ﾠdifficult ﾠto ﾠcontrol ﾠand ﾠprotect ﾠwas ﾠ
thus ﾠ opened ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ under ﾠ conditions ﾠ (article ﾠ 11). ﾠ In ﾠ 2006, ﾠ the ﾠ Code ﾠ of ﾠ
Municipalities ﾠ and ﾠ Communities ﾠ was ﾠ enacted ﾠ (Law ﾠ no. ﾠ 3463/2006, ﾠ Government ﾠ
Gazette ﾠ 114A/08.06.2006) ﾠ and ﾠ included ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ responsibilities ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ
administrations ﾠ the ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ policies ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ enhancement ﾠ and ﾠ
presentation ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ cultural ﾠ resources, ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ museums, ﾠ
monuments, ﾠcaves, ﾠarchaeological ﾠand ﾠhistorical ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠfacilities ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 92 ﾠ
development ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ tourism ﾠ (article ﾠ 75). ﾠ In ﾠ all ﾠ cases, ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ
Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ protested ﾠ strongly ﾠ but ﾠ their ﾠ arguments ﾠ have ﾠ not ﾠ
been ﾠtaken ﾠinto ﾠaccount. ﾠ ﾠ
2.1.5 Administration and Bureaucracy  
The ﾠ operation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ was ﾠi n i t i ated ﾠ in ﾠ 1833. ﾠ Its ﾠ staff ﾠ
included ﾠ a ﾠ General ﾠ Director, ﾠ three ﾠ regional ﾠ Directors ﾠ responsible ﾠf o r  ﾠt h e  ﾠ
Peloponnese, ﾠmainland ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠAegean ﾠislands ﾠand ﾠa ﾠwarden ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
museum ﾠin ﾠAegina ﾠ(Kokkou ﾠ1977: ﾠ70-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠIn ﾠ1836, ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠCommittee, ﾠ
effectively ﾠ the ﾠ predecessor ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Central ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Council, ﾠ was ﾠ also ﾠ
founded ﾠ (idem: ﾠ 84). ﾠ Until ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ century ﾠ there ﾠ were ﾠ ten ﾠ
regional ﾠDirectors ﾠ(idem: ﾠ118). ﾠTherefore, ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠorganization ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠwas ﾠset ﾠfrom ﾠearly ﾠon ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠstate. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
No ﾠ other ﾠ significant ﾠ change ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ quantitative ﾠ or ﾠ qualitative ﾠ features ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management ﾠ occurred ﾠ until ﾠ 1910, ﾠ when ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠwas ﾠreorganized ﾠto ﾠseven ﾠregions ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠ
regional ﾠDirectors ﾠincreased ﾠby ﾠ50% ﾠto ﾠ15, ﾠincluding ﾠone ﾠdedicated ﾠto ﾠChristian ﾠ
and ﾠ Medieval ﾠ Antiquities ﾠ (Kokkou ﾠ 1977: ﾠ 138-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ In ﾠ 1960, ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ moved ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ authority ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Education ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
responsibility ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠPresidency, ﾠwhere ﾠit ﾠbecame ﾠan ﾠindependent ﾠ
‘Service ﾠof ﾠAntiquities ﾠand ﾠAnastylosis’ ﾠ(idem: ﾠ145). ﾠThis ﾠmove ﾠaimed ﾠto ﾠfree ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠuniversity ﾠprofessors, ﾠa ﾠclash ﾠstill ﾠ
echoed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrelations ﾠbetween ﾠuniversity ﾠdepartments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ(Mastrantonis ﾠ2008: ﾠ65-ﾭ‐‑6; ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ60). ﾠAvailable ﾠfunds ﾠincreased ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠalmost ﾠdoubled ﾠby ﾠ72% ﾠfrom ﾠ56 ﾠto ﾠ96 ﾠ(Stikas ﾠ
1967: ﾠ7). ﾠ
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In ﾠ 1971 ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ was ﾠ placed ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ authority ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Ministry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠSciences, ﾠnewly ﾠfounded ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠMilitary ﾠJunta ﾠ(1968-ﾭ‐‑
74), ﾠ where ﾠ it ﾠ has ﾠ remained ﾠ ever ﾠ since. ﾠ In ﾠ 1973, ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ
consisted ﾠ of ﾠ 21 ﾠ Ephorates ﾠ of ﾠ Prehistoric ﾠ and ﾠ Classical ﾠ Antiquities ﾠ (EPCAs), ﾠ
eight ﾠ Ephorates ﾠ of ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ Antiquities ﾠ (EBAs), ﾠ two ﾠ mixed ﾠ Ephorates, ﾠ the ﾠ
Ephorate ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Acropolis, ﾠ of ﾠ Modern ﾠ Monuments ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ Private ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Collections ﾠ (Ministerial ﾠ Decision ﾠ 9405/23, ﾠ Government ﾠ Gazette, ﾠ
272B/28.2.1973). ﾠBy ﾠ1977, ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠ25 ﾠEPCAs, ﾠ13 ﾠEBAs, ﾠseven ﾠEphorates ﾠof ﾠ
Modern ﾠMonuments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠof ﾠPrivate ﾠArchaeological ﾠCollections, ﾠ
Underwater ﾠ Archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ Palaeontology ﾠ and ﾠ Speleology ﾠ (Presidential ﾠ
Decree ﾠ941/1977, ﾠGovernment ﾠGazette ﾠ320A/17.10.1977). ﾠIn ﾠ2003, ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠ39 ﾠ
EPCAs, ﾠ 28 ﾠ EBAs, ﾠ 12 ﾠ Services ﾠ of ﾠ Modern ﾠ Monuments ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ of ﾠ
Private ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Collections, ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ Underwater ﾠ Archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ
two ﾠEphorates ﾠof ﾠPalaeontology ﾠand ﾠSpeleology ﾠ(Presidential ﾠDecree ﾠ191/2003, ﾠ
Government ﾠ Gazette ﾠ 146A/13.06.2003). ﾠ There ﾠ has ﾠ therefore ﾠ been ﾠ an ﾠ almost ﾠ
doubling ﾠof ﾠEPCAs, ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠtripling ﾠof ﾠEBAs ﾠand ﾠan ﾠalmost ﾠdoubling ﾠof ﾠ
Modern ﾠMonuments ﾠServices. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ number ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ employs ﾠ has ﾠ increased ﾠ accordingly. ﾠ
According ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlaw, ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠemploys ﾠarchaeologists ﾠafter ﾠ
they ﾠhave ﾠsuccessfully ﾠsat ﾠfor ﾠspecific ﾠexaminations. ﾠThe ﾠopportunities ﾠfor ﾠsuch ﾠ
an ﾠexamination ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠentirely ﾠirregular ﾠso ﾠfar. ﾠThe ﾠfour ﾠmost ﾠrecent ﾠones ﾠ
took ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠ1989, ﾠ1992, ﾠ1993 ﾠand ﾠ2004. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠyears ﾠfrom ﾠ1993 ﾠto ﾠ2004, ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠresponded ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠexcessive ﾠdemand ﾠfor ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
due ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrequirements ﾠof ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠworks ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠAthens ﾠ
metro ﾠand ﾠpreparation ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ2004 ﾠAthens ﾠOlympics) ﾠby ﾠemploying ﾠon ﾠrolling ﾠ
contracts. ﾠIn ﾠ2004, ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠwas ﾠobliged ﾠby ﾠEU ﾠlegislation ﾠto ﾠgrant ﾠpermanent ﾠ
employment ﾠto ﾠhundreds ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠ
state ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ tripled ﾠ (Representative ﾠ of ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ ﾠ 94 ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠpers.comm.). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠEU ﾠCSFs ﾠincreasingly ﾠfunded ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠthe ﾠ
Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Culture ﾠ undertook ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ subsequent ﾠ employment ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ under ﾠ contracts. ﾠ The ﾠ work ﾠ conducted ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ 3rd ﾠC S F  ﾠ
represented ﾠthe ﾠculmination ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠunprecedented ﾠflow ﾠof ﾠfinancial ﾠand ﾠhuman ﾠ
resources ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠa ﾠrecent ﾠdevelopment, ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠmerged ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
Ministry ﾠof ﾠTourism ﾠ(October ﾠ2009). ﾠThis ﾠhas ﾠimpacted ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠstructure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠless ﾠthan ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠexpected ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠan ﾠanticipated ﾠ
increased ﾠ emphasis ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ presentation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
benefit ﾠ of ﾠ tourism ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ economy. ﾠ For ﾠ instance, ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ
Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ publicised ﾠ a ﾠ survey ﾠ that ﾠ revealed ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ
Greek ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠthat ﾠrequire ﾠa ﾠticket ﾠonly ﾠprovide ﾠfor ﾠbasic ﾠvisitor ﾠ
services, ﾠincluding ﾠinformation ﾠleaflet, ﾠcafeteria, ﾠWC ﾠand ﾠparking ﾠarea ﾠ(61%), ﾠ
just ﾠover ﾠa ﾠquarter ﾠprovide ﾠbasic ﾠservices ﾠin ﾠneed ﾠof ﾠrenovation ﾠ(27%) ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ
12% ﾠprovide, ﾠadditionally, ﾠbilingual ﾠinformation, ﾠaccess ﾠfor ﾠdisabled ﾠvisitors, ﾠ
official ﾠ guidebooks ﾠ and ﾠ souvenir ﾠ shops. ﾠ The ﾠ Ministry ﾠ thus ﾠ announced ﾠ a ﾠ 20 ﾠ
million ﾠeuros ﾠinvestment ﾠto ﾠimprove ﾠthese ﾠservices ﾠ(Thermou ﾠ2010b). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
There ﾠ was ﾠ very ﾠ slow ﾠ progress ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ organization ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
management ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠ130 ﾠyears. ﾠThe ﾠindependence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠin ﾠ1960 ﾠrepresented ﾠa ﾠthreshold ﾠthat ﾠdemonstrated ﾠits ﾠpotential ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠ
foundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠin ﾠ1971 ﾠand ﾠespecially ﾠafter ﾠ1981. ﾠThis ﾠ
process ﾠsped ﾠup ﾠas ﾠmore ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠinfrastructure ﾠand ﾠpublic ﾠworks ﾠtook ﾠplace, ﾠ
and ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcost ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠcame ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠshared ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠprivate ﾠsector, ﾠ
mainly ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠindustry. ﾠEU ﾠfunding ﾠreoriented ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠ
towards ﾠ enhancement ﾠ rather ﾠ than ﾠ only ﾠ excavation ﾠ and ﾠ research ﾠ (see ﾠ ﾠ 95 ﾠ
Association ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ2007), ﾠwhile ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠstorage ﾠand ﾠincrease ﾠof ﾠ
unpublished ﾠmaterial ﾠbecame ﾠproblems. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠundertakes ﾠ
little ﾠ systematic ﾠ research ﾠ and ﾠ much ﾠ of ﾠ what ﾠ appears ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ such ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ
supervision ﾠof ﾠwork ﾠconducted ﾠby ﾠforeign ﾠschools ﾠand ﾠGreek ﾠuniversities. ﾠ ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠhave ﾠdiscussed ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠproblems ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService, ﾠnamely, ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠfunding ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠpersonnel. ﾠ
After ﾠthe ﾠgreat ﾠexpansion ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhas ﾠrecently ﾠexperienced, ﾠ
one ﾠ is ﾠ left ﾠ wondering ﾠ whether ﾠ there ﾠ can ﾠ ever ﾠ be ﾠ enough ﾠ resources ﾠ for ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠwhether ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠpressing ﾠ
issue ﾠhas ﾠbecome ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠstrategic ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠresources. ﾠEven ﾠthe ﾠlatest ﾠ
reorganisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ has ﾠ only ﾠ brought ﾠ quantitative ﾠ
solutions ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠqualitative ﾠapproaches, ﾠthat ﾠwould ﾠshift ﾠit ﾠtowards ﾠa ﾠ
more ﾠ supervisory ﾠ role, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ accreditation ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ that ﾠ would ﾠ
function ﾠ independently, ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ postponed ﾠ (on ﾠ the ﾠ supervisory ﾠ role ﾠ see ﾠ
Lambrinoudakis ﾠ2003: ﾠ52; ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ270). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠstructure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠreflects ﾠstate ﾠpriorities ﾠin ﾠ
cultural ﾠ policy. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ evident ﾠ that ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage, ﾠ meaning ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
heritage ﾠ and ﾠ mainly ﾠ Classical ﾠ antiquities, ﾠ comes ﾠ first. ﾠ In ﾠ the ﾠ field ﾠ of ﾠ
contemporary ﾠ cultural ﾠ creation ﾠ and ﾠ development, ﾠ the ﾠ State ﾠ only ﾠ supports ﾠ
private ﾠ initiatives ﾠ (Voudouri ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 257). ﾠ Considerable ﾠ criticism ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ
focused ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ dual ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ itself, ﾠ which ﾠ is ﾠ both ﾠ
administrative ﾠand ﾠscientific, ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠexpense ﾠof ﾠboth. ﾠThe ﾠchronological ﾠdivision ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠservices ﾠis ﾠfundamental ﾠ(e.g. ﾠEphorates ﾠof ﾠPrehistoric ﾠand ﾠClassical ﾠand ﾠ
Ephorates ﾠof ﾠByzantine ﾠand ﾠPost-ﾭ‐‑Byzantine ﾠantiquities) ﾠand ﾠit ﾠis ﾠreflected ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
legislative ﾠframework ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠeducation ﾠcurricula ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠHowever, ﾠ
it ﾠ limits ﾠ general ﾠ strategic ﾠ planning, ﾠ diachronic ﾠ and ﾠ interdisciplinary ﾠ
approaches. ﾠ As ﾠ in ﾠ all ﾠ levels ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ and ﾠ practice, ﾠ object-ﾭ‐‑
oriented ﾠapproaches ﾠdominate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 96 ﾠ
social, ﾠ economic ﾠ and ﾠ communicative ﾠ dimensions ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ are ﾠ absent ﾠ
(Voudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ262-ﾭ‐‑5, ﾠ268, ﾠ270). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ general, ﾠ the ﾠ structure ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ presents ﾠ
problems ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ allocation ﾠ of ﾠ duties ﾠ between ﾠ its ﾠ own ﾠ different ﾠ
Councils. ﾠ The ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ new ﾠ bodies, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Hellenic ﾠ Culture ﾠ
Organisation, ﾠa ﾠcompany ﾠ‘to ﾠpromote ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠresources ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
country’ ﾠbrought ﾠup ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠconstitutionality ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠits ﾠmerger ﾠ
with ﾠpreexisting ﾠbodies ﾠ(Hellenic ﾠCulture ﾠOrganisation ﾠ2011; ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ
284-ﾭ‐‑94). ﾠ Problems ﾠ also ﾠ occur ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ collaboration ﾠ with ﾠ other ﾠ responsible ﾠ
Ministries, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Land ﾠ Planning, ﾠ Environment ﾠ and ﾠ Public ﾠ
Works ﾠ and ﾠ regional ﾠ Ministries, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Aegean ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
General ﾠ Secretariat ﾠ of ﾠ Macedonia ﾠ and ﾠ Thrace. ﾠ This ﾠ situation ﾠ limits ﾠ the ﾠ
coordinative ﾠrole ﾠand ﾠorganisational ﾠpotential ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠ
Tourism. ﾠThe ﾠretreat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠState ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdecentralisation ﾠof ﾠits ﾠauthority ﾠare ﾠ
regarded ﾠas ﾠnecessary ﾠ(idem: ﾠ274-ﾭ‐‑5, ﾠ311, ﾠ339). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Society ﾠ in ﾠ Athens ﾠ (Archaeologiki ﾠ Etaireia) ﾠ is ﾠ another ﾠ
distinctive ﾠ agent ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management ﾠ in ﾠ Greece. ﾠ It ﾠ was ﾠ
founded ﾠin ﾠ1837 ﾠas ﾠa ﾠclub ﾠof ﾠhighly ﾠinfluential ﾠpatrons ﾠincluding ﾠministers ﾠand ﾠ
even ﾠthe ﾠKing ﾠhimself, ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠcomplementary ﾠand ﾠformative ﾠrole, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠearly ﾠdays ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠarchaeological ﾠmanagement ﾠ(Petrakos ﾠ1987a: ﾠ57-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠThere ﾠ
are ﾠalso ﾠsix ﾠuniversity ﾠdepartments ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠ17 ﾠForeign ﾠSchools ﾠand ﾠ
Institutes ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠtwo ﾠprivate ﾠmuseums ﾠwith ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
collections ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠprivate ﾠcollections. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠconsidered ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
context ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ structure ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ ‘distancing’ ﾠ (Walsh ﾠ 1992: ﾠ 26-ﾭ‐‑7) ﾠ or ﾠ
‘disembedding’ ﾠ mechanism ﾠ (Giddens ﾠ 1990: ﾠ 21-ﾭ‐‑8) ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ pre-ﾭ‐‑existing ﾠ ﾠ 97 ﾠ
relationships ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠhad ﾠdeveloped ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠantiquities, ﾠexpressed ﾠ
in ﾠmyths, ﾠlegends ﾠand ﾠrituals, ﾠtheir ﾠindigenous ﾠarchaeologies ﾠ(Hamilakis ﾠ2008). ﾠ
There ﾠare ﾠtwo ﾠaspects ﾠfor ﾠconsideration: ﾠthe ﾠState ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠexclusive ﾠemployer ﾠof ﾠ
archaeologists, ﾠand ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcontrolling ﾠauthority ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage. ﾠThe ﾠ
former ﾠwill ﾠbe ﾠexamined ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠanalysis ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠshortage ﾠof ﾠstaff. ﾠThe ﾠ
latter ﾠwill ﾠbe ﾠexamined ﾠhere ﾠhistorically, ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠperspective ﾠof ﾠKoliopoulos ﾠ
and ﾠVeremis ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠdescription ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠpublic ﾠsector ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠ
and ﾠearly ﾠtwentieth ﾠcenturies. ﾠThis ﾠanalysis ﾠrelates ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
public ﾠsector ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠ1980s. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠpost ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠsector ﾠis ﾠperceived ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠticket ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpowerful ﾠ
few ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ impotent ﾠ and ﾠ vulnerable ﾠ are ﾠ left ﾠ behind. ﾠ The ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ
seeking ﾠemployment ﾠaims ﾠeither ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠexaminations ﾠor ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠshort-ﾭ‐‑
term ﾠcontract. ﾠAs ﾠsoon ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠland ﾠa ﾠjob, ﾠthey ﾠturn ﾠinto ﾠa ﾠ‘petty ﾠtyrant’, ﾠholding ﾠ
hostage ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠcannot ﾠavoid ﾠobtaining ﾠtheir ﾠsignature ﾠand ﾠdepend ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠ
reports ﾠ and ﾠ decisions ﾠ (Koliopoulos ﾠ and ﾠ Veremis ﾠ 2002: ﾠ 62-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠ Taking ﾠ into ﾠ
consideration ﾠ the ﾠ primacy ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ right ﾠ of ﾠ
property ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠlaw ﾠdefines ﾠit, ﾠthe ﾠdifficulties ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠGreeks ﾠbecome ﾠclearer. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Of ﾠ course ﾠ the ﾠ effect ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ increasingly ﾠ professional ﾠ nature ﾠ and ﾠ
institutionalisation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ on ﾠ public ﾠ perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ
remains ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠother ﾠnational ﾠarchaeologies ﾠas ﾠ
well ﾠ(e.g. ﾠFaulkner ﾠ2000; ﾠThomas ﾠ2004). ﾠIt ﾠbecomes ﾠobvious ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠ
case, ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ more ﾠ tightly ﾠ regulated ﾠ and ﾠ involves ﾠ state ﾠ patronage ﾠ
expressed ﾠin ﾠall ﾠpossible ﾠways ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4) ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠfulfiling ﾠits ﾠnational ﾠ
mission ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.2). ﾠ
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2.2 Archaeology and the public in Greece 
2.2.1 Introduction 
The ﾠnotion ﾠof ﾠ‘the ﾠpublic’ ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠof ﾠits ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
have ﾠrecently ﾠbeen ﾠintroduced ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠmanagement ﾠdebate. ﾠ
Often ﾠthe ﾠterm ﾠis ﾠused ﾠconventionally ﾠas ﾠa ﾠblanket ﾠthat ﾠcovers ﾠthe ﾠgreat ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠ
individuals ﾠthat ﾠfit ﾠin ﾠit, ﾠwhich ﾠresults ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠ‘who ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠpublic?’ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠfurther ﾠissue ﾠregarding ﾠits ﾠuse ﾠstems ﾠfrom ﾠits ﾠtranslation ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
word ﾠkoino ﾠ(κοινˌό, ﾠτο), ﾠwhich ﾠbears ﾠconnotations ﾠof ﾠpassivity. ﾠThe ﾠCentre ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠLanguage ﾠoffers ﾠtwo ﾠdefinitions ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠkoino: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
1. ﾠ the ﾠ great ﾠ mass ﾠ of ﾠ population, ﾠ a ﾠ mass ﾠ of ﾠ people ﾠ loosely ﾠ and ﾠ
informally ﾠconnected ﾠwith ﾠsocial ﾠties ﾠbut ﾠclear ﾠabout ﾠtheir ﾠinterests ﾠ
and ﾠtheir ﾠorientations. ﾠEntrance ﾠis ﾠforbidden ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ~. ﾠThe ﾠexhibition ﾠ
will ﾠbe ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ~. ﾠThe ﾠinforming ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ~ ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠdaily ﾠpress. ﾠ
The ﾠ broad ﾠ ~’. ﾠ 2. ﾠ mass ﾠ of ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ partake ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ social ﾠ or ﾠ other ﾠ
activity ﾠor ﾠattend ﾠas ﾠreaders, ﾠaudience, ﾠviewers ﾠor ﾠvisitors ﾠan ﾠartistic, ﾠ
scientific, ﾠsporting ﾠor ﾠother ﾠevent. ﾠThe ﾠconsumers’/buying ﾠ~. ﾠSporting ﾠ
~. ﾠ Newspaper ﾠ with ﾠ great ﾠ readers’ ﾠ ~…The ﾠ art-ﾭ‐‑loving ﾠ ~ ﾠ (Centre ﾠ for ﾠ
Greek ﾠLanguage ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Therefore, ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠword ﾠis ﾠused ﾠto ﾠrefer ﾠto ﾠany ﾠreceiver, ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠaudience ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
performance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ clients ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ service. ﾠ It ﾠ implies ﾠ the ﾠ passive ﾠ reception ﾠ of ﾠ
something ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠoffered ﾠby ﾠsomeone ﾠelse ﾠunder ﾠconditions. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠterm ﾠkoino ﾠserves ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService’s ﾠformal ﾠapproach ﾠof ﾠ
public ﾠengagement ﾠby ﾠprescribing ﾠa ﾠvery ﾠspecific ﾠand ﾠabsolutely ﾠcontrolled ﾠrole ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠunder ﾠappropriate ﾠconditions ﾠthat ﾠleave ﾠno ﾠroom ﾠfor ﾠinitiative ﾠor ﾠ ﾠ 99 ﾠ
alternative ﾠapproaches. ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠappropriate ﾠword, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
demos, ﾠ has ﾠ now ﾠ been ﾠ restricted ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ administrative ﾠ bureaucratic ﾠ sense. ﾠ
Therefore, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠworth ﾠconsidering ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠkoinonia ﾠinstead, ﾠa ﾠdirect ﾠ
translation ﾠof ﾠ‘society’, ﾠwhich ﾠleaves ﾠthe ﾠfloor ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑motivated ﾠ
aggregate ﾠof ﾠindividuals. ﾠSimilar ﾠconcerns ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠraised ﾠin ﾠmuseum ﾠstudies ﾠ
(Hooper-ﾭ‐‑Greenhill ﾠ1999). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Open ﾠand ﾠfocused ﾠdebate ﾠon ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠavoided ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠin ﾠ
Greece. ﾠInstead, ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠis ﾠmasked ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ‘integrated ﾠ
protection’ ﾠ discourse, ﾠ now ﾠ broadly ﾠ used ﾠ to ﾠ describe ﾠ mainly ﾠ the ﾠ more ﾠ
controversial ﾠ term ﾠ ‘anastylosis’ ﾠ (for ﾠ example ﾠ see ﾠ Lambrinoudakis ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 51-ﾭ‐‑2; ﾠ
Mastrantonis ﾠ2008: ﾠ72). ﾠWithin ﾠthis ﾠcontext, ﾠanastylosis ﾠis ﾠmisrepresented ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
ultimate ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ publishing ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ wider ﾠ public ﾠ and ﾠ
interpretation ﾠinfrastructure, ﾠi.e. ﾠfootpaths, ﾠviewing ﾠpoints, ﾠanastylosis ﾠworks ﾠ
and ﾠrestoration, ﾠis ﾠmistakenly ﾠidentified ﾠwith ﾠinterpretation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Public ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ thus ﾠ compromised ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ yet ﾠ another ﾠ
archaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠinitiation ﾠof ﾠyet ﾠanother ﾠeducational ﾠprogramme ﾠ
without ﾠany ﾠscrutiny ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠengages ﾠwith ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠ
museums ﾠand ﾠfurther ﾠelaboration ﾠof ﾠspecific ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠengaging ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ
5.6.1). ﾠ As ﾠ a ﾠ consequence, ﾠ the ﾠ sterile ﾠ relationship ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ
museums ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠvisitors ﾠ(see ﾠbelow ﾠ2.2.2) ﾠis ﾠperpetuated. ﾠThe ﾠpublic ﾠfind ﾠit ﾠ
difficult ﾠ to ﾠ make ﾠ sense ﾠ of ﾠ and ﾠ learn ﾠ from ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains, ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ
ruinous ﾠ or ﾠ restored ﾠ form. ﾠ Additionally, ﾠ any ﾠ municipality ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ
unspecialised ﾠ agents ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ enhancement ﾠ works, ﾠ i.e. ﾠ interpretation ﾠ
infrastructure ﾠ bare ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ information ﾠ conveyed ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ stimulating ﾠ way, ﾠ are ﾠ
within ﾠtheir ﾠcapabilities. ﾠ ﾠ
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As ﾠ a ﾠ result, ﾠ superficial ﾠ and ﾠ technical ﾠ approaches ﾠ to ﾠ ‘integrated ﾠ protection’ ﾠ
threaten ﾠ to ﾠ turn ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ into ﾠ a ﾠ contractor’s ﾠ business, ﾠ hinder ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ from ﾠ properly ﾠ publicising ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ further ﾠ
isolate ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠpublic. ﾠIn ﾠthis ﾠcontext, ﾠinterpretation ﾠand ﾠ
presentation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ fulfilled ﾠ (for ﾠ such ﾠ examples ﾠ see ﾠ
Association ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ2002). ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.2 Greek Archaeological Museums 
A ﾠbrief ﾠoverview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseums ﾠis ﾠnecessary; ﾠas ﾠ
part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ structure ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management, ﾠ they ﾠ have ﾠ
theoretically ﾠhad ﾠthe ﾠmajor ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠpresenting, ﾠinterpreting ﾠand ﾠcommunicating ﾠ
archaeological ﾠheritage. ﾠ
 ﾠ
During ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ century ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ struggled ﾠ to ﾠ protect ﾠ
antiquities ﾠfrom ﾠwar, ﾠremoval ﾠand ﾠlooting. ﾠTherefore ﾠthe ﾠ1834 ﾠlaw ﾠspecified ﾠthat ﾠ
museums ﾠ should ﾠ be ﾠ founded ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ capitals ﾠ of ﾠ every ﾠ prefecture ﾠ for ﾠ ‘the ﾠ
preservation ﾠin ﾠsitu ﾠof ﾠall ﾠobjects ﾠhaving ﾠlocal ﾠvalue’ ﾠ(articles ﾠ2 ﾠand ﾠ8) ﾠ(Gazi ﾠ
1993: ﾠ51-ﾭ‐‑2; ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ124-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠIn ﾠreality, ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠprovincial ﾠmuseum ﾠwas ﾠ
founded ﾠin ﾠ1874 ﾠin ﾠSparta ﾠ(Gazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ340). ﾠThe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠhuman ﾠand ﾠfinancial ﾠ
resources ﾠ forced ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ to ﾠ entrust ﾠ local ﾠ authorities ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities, ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ collections ﾠ constituted ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ nuclei ﾠ of ﾠ provincial ﾠ
museums ﾠ and ﾠ were ﾠ considered ﾠ an ﾠ effective ﾠ medium ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠ(idem: ﾠ56-ﾭ‐‑66; ﾠPraktika ﾠtis ﾠArchaiologikis ﾠEtaireias ﾠ1900: ﾠ20, ﾠ
1906: ﾠ54). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Legislation ﾠin ﾠ1885 ﾠenvisaged ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠand ﾠeducational ﾠrole ﾠfor ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
museums, ﾠ involving ﾠ ‘the ﾠ teaching ﾠ and ﾠ study ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ the ﾠ general ﾠ
diffusion ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠknowledge ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠgeneration ﾠof ﾠlove ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfine ﾠ ﾠ 101 ﾠ
arts’ ﾠ(Royal ﾠDecree, ﾠ25/11/1885). ﾠIn ﾠpractice, ﾠthis ﾠtranslated ﾠto ﾠextended ﾠopening ﾠ
hours ﾠand ﾠcatalogues ﾠfor ﾠpublic ﾠuse, ﾠalmost ﾠexclusively ﾠin ﾠAthenian ﾠmuseums ﾠ
(Gazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ315). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ presentation ﾠ in ﾠ museums ﾠ was ﾠ linear ﾠ and ﾠ classificatory, ﾠ typical ﾠ of ﾠ
nineteenth ﾠ century ﾠ ‘showcase’ ﾠ museums. ﾠ Interpretation ﾠ was ﾠ lacking ﾠ partly ﾠ
because ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠbut ﾠmainly ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠits ﾠ
ideological ﾠimplications. ﾠAs ﾠKotsakis ﾠ(2002: ﾠ16) ﾠargues, ﾠthe ﾠpowerful ﾠand ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑
sufficient ﾠ ethnocentric ﾠ ideological ﾠ construct ﾠ has ﾠ legitimised ﾠ the ﾠ absence ﾠ of ﾠ
theoretical ﾠorientation ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThe ﾠsymbolic ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠ
as ﾠ national ﾠ emblems ﾠ was ﾠ regarded ﾠ as ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑evident ﾠ and ﾠ therefore ﾠ no ﾠ
interpretation ﾠ was ﾠ required. ﾠ Art-ﾭ‐‑historical ﾠ approaches ﾠ to ﾠ archaeology ﾠ had ﾠ
prevailed ﾠ (Gazi ﾠ 1993: ﾠ 327; ﾠ Gratziou ﾠ 1985; ﾠ see ﾠ also ﾠ the ﾠ contrast ﾠ between ﾠ
Bourdieu’s ﾠtheory ﾠon ﾠcultural ﾠcapital ﾠand ﾠKantian ﾠaesthetics ﾠin ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ general, ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ no ﾠ overall ﾠ state ﾠ policy ﾠ for ﾠ museums ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ
century. ﾠThe ﾠidealised ﾠview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠpast ﾠwas ﾠevident ﾠin ﾠall ﾠdisplays, ﾠ
even ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠvision ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnation ﾠincluded ﾠMedieval ﾠHellenism ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠ
end ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcentury. ﾠThe ﾠdisplays ﾠevoked ﾠmore ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠreverence ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠ
appreciation. ﾠThe ﾠaffinity ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠwas ﾠcurtailed ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠenhanced ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠeyes ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠcreated ﾠdistance ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠunderstanding ﾠ
(Gazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ332; ﾠHourmouziadis ﾠ1980). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Well ﾠinto ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury, ﾠthe ﾠeducational ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠwas ﾠfurther ﾠ
discussed ﾠin ﾠformal ﾠfora, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠUNESCO ﾠconference ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠ
mission ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠeducation ﾠin ﾠ1954 ﾠ(Karouzos ﾠin ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1995: ﾠ348-ﾭ‐‑51) ﾠ
and ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠin ﾠ1966 ﾠ(Bakalakis ﾠmentioned ﾠin ﾠDassiou ﾠ2005: ﾠ24). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠ
meeting ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ(1967), ﾠTheocharis ﾠ(1984: ﾠ80-ﾭ‐‑
5) ﾠmentioned ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠactivity ﾠthrough ﾠmuseums ﾠ ﾠ 102 ﾠ
and ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠother ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠapart ﾠfrom ﾠart ﾠworks, ﾠ
but ﾠdevelopments ﾠwere ﾠslow. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠstudy ﾠof ﾠprehistory ﾠhad ﾠentered ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠdiscourse ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury ﾠ(Voutsaki ﾠ2004), ﾠ
the ﾠfirst ﾠexhibition ﾠof ﾠartefacts ﾠintended ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠ
culture ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠcreated ﾠuntil ﾠ1976 ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2006: ﾠ81-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑war ﾠperiod ﾠsaw ﾠthe ﾠproliferation ﾠof ﾠrescue ﾠexcavations ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠboth ﾠ
public ﾠ and ﾠ private ﾠ construction ﾠ and ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ an ﾠ ‘archaeology ﾠ of ﾠ building ﾠ
plots’ ﾠ (Hourmouziadi ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 52, ﾠ n. ﾠ 128). ﾠ More ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museums ﾠ were ﾠ
built ﾠas ﾠrepositories ﾠfor ﾠthese ﾠfinds, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠfor ﾠstorage ﾠwas ﾠ
more ﾠ pressing. ﾠ At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time, ﾠ the ﾠ permanent, ﾠ temporary ﾠ and ﾠ travelling ﾠ
exhibitions ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museums ﾠ were ﾠ developed ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ
influence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeological ﾠdiscourse ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠreview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠ
period ﾠsee ﾠMouliou ﾠ1997). ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠat ﾠthis ﾠtime ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠfirst ﾠrealised ﾠ
the ﾠ‘distancing’ ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠfrom ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠa ﾠtheory ﾠbehind ﾠ
their ﾠexhibitions ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2006: ﾠ76). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠalthough ﾠincreasing ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠtourists ﾠwere ﾠarriving ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
country ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠemergence ﾠof ﾠmass ﾠtourism ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2006: ﾠ77), ﾠvisitor ﾠ
needs ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠconsidered ﾠuntil ﾠthe ﾠ1980s ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠUntil ﾠ1977, ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠstill ﾠ
defined ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠsafeguarding ﾠcollections. ﾠThe ﾠlaw ﾠ
of ﾠ2002 ﾠ(article ﾠ45, ﾠpar. ﾠ1) ﾠshifted ﾠthe ﾠfocus ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmuseum, ﾠ
with ﾠits ﾠaims ﾠmainly ﾠto ﾠexhibit ﾠand ﾠpresent ﾠcollections ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠ
study, ﾠ learning ﾠ and ﾠ entertainment ﾠ (Hourmouziadi ﾠ 2006: ﾠ 111-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ Up ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
present ﾠday, ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠfor ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseums ﾠdemonstrate ﾠ
direct ﾠdependence ﾠon ﾠtourism ﾠand ﾠschool ﾠvisits ﾠ(see ﾠthe ﾠsharp ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠvisitor ﾠ
numbers ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi ﾠ and ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ 4.1.3 ﾠ and ﾠ 4.3.3). ﾠ Despite ﾠ extensive ﾠ
refurbishment, ﾠGreeks ﾠstill ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠvisit ﾠthem ﾠ(Sykka ﾠ2008). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ 103 ﾠ
In ﾠ the ﾠ 1970s ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ museum ﾠ was ﾠ occasionally ﾠ referred ﾠ to, ﾠ
whereby ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠwas ﾠseen ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpolitical ﾠact ﾠand ﾠa ﾠ state ﾠ
obligation. ﾠEven ﾠthen ﾠexhibitions ﾠof ﾠClassical ﾠantiquities ﾠremained ﾠentrenched ﾠ
in ﾠaesthetic ﾠprinciples ﾠof ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠart, ﾠand ﾠany ﾠexperimentation ﾠwas ﾠrestricted ﾠ
to ﾠprehistoric ﾠexhibitions. ﾠThe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠcentral ﾠplanning, ﾠand ﾠspasmodic ﾠaction ﾠ
irrelevant ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdiscourse ﾠstemming ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠitself ﾠand ﾠits ﾠimpasses, ﾠ
continue ﾠto ﾠdrive ﾠmuseum ﾠdevelopment. ﾠThirty-ﾭ‐‑five ﾠnew ﾠmuseums ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠ
founded ﾠsince ﾠ1980, ﾠbut ﾠcertainly ﾠnot ﾠto ﾠmeet ﾠvisitor ﾠdemand ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ
2006: ﾠ83, ﾠ122, ﾠ110). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Museum ﾠ funding ﾠ and ﾠ development ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ been ﾠ affected ﾠ by ﾠ their ﾠ relative ﾠ
significance. ﾠThe ﾠNational ﾠArchaeological ﾠMuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠAcropolis ﾠMuseum, ﾠ
for ﾠinstance, ﾠhave ﾠalways ﾠbeen ﾠgranted ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠattention ﾠand ﾠresources ﾠnecessary ﾠ
for ﾠtheir ﾠorganisation ﾠand ﾠmaintenance ﾠ(Gazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ322). ﾠOne ﾠonly ﾠneeds ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠ
into ﾠaccount ﾠreports ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcost ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNew ﾠAcropolis ﾠMuseum ﾠto ﾠrealise ﾠthat ﾠ
this ﾠ situation ﾠ has ﾠ remained ﾠ unchanged. ﾠ Museums ﾠ have ﾠ also ﾠ never ﾠ acquired ﾠ
autonomy. ﾠTheir ﾠvariety ﾠis ﾠonly ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠstate ﾠpolicy. ﾠThe ﾠ
Greek ﾠmuseological ﾠdiscourse ﾠcontinues ﾠto ﾠneglect ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ
2006: ﾠ346). ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠMuseum ﾠin ﾠThessaloniki ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠByzantine ﾠand ﾠ
Christian ﾠ Museum ﾠ in ﾠ Athens ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ 2007 ﾠ and ﾠ 2008 ﾠ major ﾠ visitor ﾠ and ﾠ
non-ﾭ‐‑visitor ﾠsurveys ﾠthat ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠtime ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠtaken ﾠinto ﾠconsideration ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠmanagement ﾠpolicy ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠmuseums ﾠ(Kathimerini ﾠ2008a, ﾠb). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.3 Public Events 
Greece ﾠalso ﾠparticipates ﾠin ﾠEuropean ﾠand ﾠinternational ﾠinitiatives ﾠthat ﾠaim ﾠto ﾠ
broaden ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠcultural ﾠheritage. ﾠThese ﾠinclude ﾠthe ﾠCouncil ﾠof ﾠ
Europe ﾠEuropean ﾠDays ﾠof ﾠHeritage ﾠ(every ﾠSeptember), ﾠInternational ﾠMuseum ﾠ
Day ﾠ(organised ﾠby ﾠICOM, ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠ18th ﾠMay), ﾠInternational ﾠMonuments ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ 104 ﾠ
Sites ﾠDay ﾠ(organised ﾠby ﾠICOMOS, ﾠ18th ﾠApril) ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠrecently ﾠWorld ﾠTourism ﾠ
Day ﾠ (organised ﾠ by ﾠ UNWTO, ﾠ 27th ﾠ September). ﾠ The ﾠ main ﾠ national ﾠ initiative ﾠ
consists ﾠof ﾠlate ﾠevening ﾠevents ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠday ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAugust ﾠ
full ﾠ moon, ﾠ a ﾠ successful ﾠ and ﾠ ongoing ﾠ event, ﾠ despite ﾠ the ﾠlack ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ
trademark ﾠit, ﾠeven ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcommon ﾠtitle ﾠor ﾠlogo. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.4 Educational Programmes 
Within ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museum, ﾠ educational ﾠ
programmes ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠintroduced. ﾠThe ﾠBenaki ﾠMuseum ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠundertook ﾠ
the ﾠvery ﾠfirst ﾠsuch ﾠattempt, ﾠalthough ﾠon ﾠfolk ﾠart, ﾠin ﾠ1979 ﾠ(Geroulanou ﾠ1985). ﾠIn ﾠ
the ﾠ1980s ﾠmore ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠother ﾠinstitutions ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠorganised ﾠregular ﾠ
educational ﾠ programmes ﾠ and ﾠ produced ﾠ special ﾠ publications ﾠ and ﾠ museum ﾠ
packs. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠ1990s ﾠsuch ﾠinitiatives ﾠspread ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠet ﾠ
al. ﾠ2002: ﾠ103-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠThe ﾠMelina ﾠProject, ﾠa ﾠcollaboration ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠministries ﾠof ﾠ
Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Education, ﾠ offered ﾠ the ﾠ impetus ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ
educational ﾠprogrammes ﾠin ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠsites ﾠ(Voudouri ﾠ2003: ﾠ
262), ﾠbut ﾠthis ﾠproject ﾠended ﾠin ﾠ2003 ﾠ(Melina ﾠProject ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠconsideration ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠreveals ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠ
constraints ﾠ that ﾠ limit ﾠ their ﾠ potential. ﾠ Financial ﾠ dependence ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ limited ﾠ
resources ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Culture, ﾠ especially ﾠ before ﾠ and ﾠ after ﾠ the ﾠ Melina ﾠ
Project, ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠoverall ﾠfragmentary ﾠapplication ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠ
educational ﾠ policy, ﾠ limit ﾠ their ﾠ potential ﾠ for ﾠ long-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠ and ﾠ in-ﾭ‐‑depth ﾠ public ﾠ
engagement ﾠ with ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ (Kasvikis ﾠ et ﾠ al. ﾠ 2002: ﾠ 108; ﾠ
Myrogianni-ﾭ‐‑Arvanitidi ﾠ1999: ﾠ50, ﾠ53). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Museum ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ who ﾠ are ﾠ responsible ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ relevant ﾠ collections ﾠ but ﾠ
have ﾠ no ﾠ background ﾠ in ﾠ education, ﾠ design ﾠ and ﾠ implement ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ ﾠ 105 ﾠ
programmes. ﾠArchaeologists, ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠenvisaged ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeducator ﾠas ﾠ
part ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ duties, ﾠ even ﾠ sought ﾠ to ﾠ undermine ﾠ this ﾠ at ﾠ first ﾠ (Myrogianni-ﾭ‐‑
Arvanitidi ﾠ 1999: ﾠ 50). ﾠ Other ﾠ issues ﾠ include ﾠ the ﾠ common ﾠ situation ﾠ in ﾠ Greek ﾠ
museums ﾠ of ﾠ exhibited ﾠ material ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ unpublished, ﾠ and ﾠ therefore ﾠ excluded ﾠ
from ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠand ﾠintellectually ﾠinaccessible, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠ
of ﾠ visual ﾠ reproductions ﾠ of ﾠ research ﾠ interpretations ﾠ and ﾠ hypotheses. ﾠ On ﾠ this ﾠ
point, ﾠMyrogianni-ﾭ‐‑Arvanitidi ﾠvery ﾠrightly ﾠnotes ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ
hesitate ﾠ to ﾠ visually ﾠ represent ﾠ the ﾠ hypotheses ﾠ they ﾠ otherwise ﾠ state ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ
publications ﾠ(idem: ﾠ51-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠCollaboration ﾠwith ﾠteachers ﾠcan ﾠalso ﾠbe ﾠproblematic, ﾠ
as ﾠ issues ﾠ of ﾠ competition ﾠ between ﾠ them ﾠ and ﾠ museum ﾠ educators ﾠ can ﾠ ensue. ﾠ
Considering ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠschool ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠare ﾠfaced ﾠwith, ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠ
unrealistic ﾠto ﾠexpect ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠfor ﾠother ﾠage ﾠ
or ﾠsocial ﾠgroups ﾠ(idem: ﾠ53). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ survey ﾠ of ﾠ all ﾠ educational ﾠ programmes ﾠ on ﾠ archaeology ﾠ implemented ﾠ until ﾠ
1999 ﾠ revealed ﾠ further ﾠissues, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ general ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠdiscussion ﾠ on ﾠ their ﾠ
standards, ﾠconditions ﾠof ﾠimplementation ﾠand ﾠevaluation ﾠ(Andreou ﾠand ﾠKotsakis ﾠ
2002; ﾠKasvikis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2002). ﾠMore ﾠspecifically, ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠ
for ﾠ early ﾠ primary ﾠ school ﾠ and ﾠ high ﾠ school ﾠ students ﾠ was ﾠ noted. ﾠ Educational ﾠ
programmes ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠimplemented ﾠare ﾠconnected ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠterms ﾠwith ﾠhistory ﾠ
classes ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠpromote ﾠa ﾠspecific, ﾠtraditional ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠ
subordinate ﾠ to ﾠ history. ﾠ Also, ﾠ their ﾠ main ﾠ preoccupation ﾠ with ﾠ Classical ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ matters ﾠ uncritically ﾠ transmits ﾠ the ﾠ weaknesses ﾠ identified ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
history ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpresentation. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠaccentuated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠare ﾠmainly ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠexhibitions ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠset ﾠup ﾠ
a ﾠ long ﾠ time ﾠ ago ﾠ and ﾠ with ﾠ minimum, ﾠ if ﾠ any, ﾠ consideration ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ objects’ ﾠ
educational ﾠ role ﾠ (Kasvikis ﾠ et ﾠ al. ﾠ 2002: ﾠ 108-ﾭ‐‑9; ﾠ Gratziou ﾠ 1985). ﾠ Their ﾠ aims ﾠ are ﾠ
predominantly ﾠcognitive, ﾠbut ﾠthey ﾠpresent ﾠarchaeological ﾠdata ﾠas ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑evident, ﾠ
objective ﾠand ﾠundeniable ﾠtruth ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠscientific ﾠauthority. ﾠThey ﾠrarely ﾠ ﾠ 106 ﾠ
allow ﾠparticipants ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠevaluation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdata ﾠ
presented ﾠto ﾠthem, ﾠthus ﾠlimiting ﾠtheir ﾠpotential ﾠin ﾠdeveloping ﾠcritical ﾠthinking. ﾠ
Finally, ﾠsummative ﾠevaluation ﾠis ﾠonly ﾠoccasionally ﾠused ﾠto ﾠimprove ﾠtheir ﾠdesign ﾠ
and ﾠimplementation ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2002: ﾠ108-ﾭ‐‑10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Further ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠlimit ﾠthe ﾠeducational ﾠbenefits ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠthat ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠ
derived ﾠ through ﾠ educational ﾠ programmes ﾠ are ﾠ their ﾠ scarce ﾠ application ﾠ in ﾠ
archaeological ﾠexcavations, ﾠtheir ﾠlimited ﾠduration, ﾠtheir ﾠrestriction ﾠto ﾠschool ﾠage ﾠ
members ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠtheir ﾠaim ﾠto ﾠrespond ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠneeds ﾠof ﾠ‘the ﾠaverage ﾠclass’ ﾠ
and ﾠ their ﾠ development ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ exclusion ﾠ of ﾠ educators ﾠ themselves ﾠ (for ﾠ an ﾠ
inclusive ﾠoutreach ﾠprogramme ﾠdeveloped ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠongoing ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠPaliambela, ﾠKolindros, ﾠsee ﾠKasvikis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2007a). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.5 Archaeology in the Classroom  
The ﾠclose ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠeducation ﾠis ﾠdemonstrated ﾠby ﾠ
the ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠEducation ﾠwas ﾠentrusted ﾠwith ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
antiquities ﾠfrom ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠuntil ﾠ1960 ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5). ﾠ
This ﾠlead ﾠto ﾠa ﾠdifficult ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠuniversity ﾠand ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠ
that ﾠcontinues ﾠuntil ﾠtoday ﾠ(Mastrantonis ﾠ2008: ﾠ65-ﾭ‐‑6; ﾠPetrakos ﾠ1982: ﾠ60). ﾠAfter ﾠall, ﾠ
for ﾠ a ﾠ long ﾠ time ﾠ the ﾠ state, ﾠ due ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ entrusted ﾠ local ﾠ
teachers ﾠand ﾠschools ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsafeguarding ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠ(see ﾠGazi ﾠ1993: ﾠ54). ﾠ
Although ﾠinformal ﾠlearning ﾠplays ﾠa ﾠsignificant ﾠrole, ﾠformal ﾠeducation ﾠis ﾠstill ﾠthe ﾠ
main ﾠ means ﾠ of ﾠ familiarising ﾠ students ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ giving ﾠ them ﾠ an ﾠ
understanding ﾠof ﾠit ﾠand ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠculture. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠbecause ﾠeducation ﾠ
is ﾠapplied ﾠuniversally ﾠbut ﾠalso ﾠbecause ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠsystem’s ﾠcentralised ﾠstructure ﾠ
and ﾠ strictness, ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ aims, ﾠ subjects, ﾠ content ﾠ and ﾠ material ﾠ of ﾠ teaching, ﾠ
ensure ﾠthe ﾠideological ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠschool ﾠknowledge ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2007b: ﾠ130). ﾠ
Any ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ students ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ culture ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ has ﾠ ﾠ 107 ﾠ
always ﾠbeen ﾠpursued ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthat ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠas ﾠart ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠ
within ﾠ the ﾠ nation-ﾭ‐‑state ﾠ building ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ education ﾠ (Fragoudaki ﾠ and ﾠ
Dragona ﾠ1997; ﾠKasvikis ﾠ2004). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ taught ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ independent ﾠ course, ﾠ but ﾠ research ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ narrative ﾠ deployed ﾠ in ﾠ Greek ﾠ school ﾠ textbooks ﾠ has ﾠ revealed ﾠ a ﾠ
significant ﾠpresence, ﾠboth ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠtextual ﾠand ﾠvisual ﾠmaterial, ﾠwithin ﾠa ﾠrange ﾠ
of ﾠ subjects ﾠ including ﾠ Greek ﾠ language, ﾠ history, ﾠ geography, ﾠ environmental ﾠ
studies ﾠ and ﾠ religion. ﾠ The ﾠ national ﾠ mission ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ taken ﾠ up ﾠ
since ﾠ its ﾠ beginnings, ﾠ to ﾠ support ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ material ﾠ
manifestations ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠpillars ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠnational ﾠconsciousness, ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠshown ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠcontent ﾠof ﾠschool ﾠtextbooks ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠ2004: ﾠ427-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠresearch ﾠshowed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠreferences ﾠeither ﾠ
regarded ﾠ finds, ﾠ artefacts ﾠ and ﾠ monuments, ﾠ or ﾠ interpreted ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ past. ﾠ
These ﾠwere ﾠorganised ﾠin ﾠseven ﾠcategories. ﾠThe ﾠdiscipline ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwas ﾠ
represented ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠdiscovery ﾠof ﾠimpressive ﾠartefacts ﾠand ﾠmonuments, ﾠdepicting ﾠ
them ﾠ as ﾠ treasure-ﾭ‐‑like, ﾠ and ﾠ was ﾠ strongly ﾠ identified ﾠ with ﾠ excavation ﾠ and ﾠ
adventure. ﾠ The ﾠ depiction ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ was ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ grounds ﾠ
(Kasvikis ﾠ 2004: ﾠ 428). ﾠ The ﾠ central ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ finds, ﾠ artefacts ﾠ and ﾠ
monuments ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ narratives ﾠ of ﾠ textbooks ﾠ created ﾠ a ﾠ strong ﾠ
object-ﾭ‐‑centred ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠObjects ﾠwere ﾠpresented ﾠfirstly ﾠas ﾠworks ﾠof ﾠ
art ﾠand ﾠthen ﾠas ﾠutensils, ﾠideological ﾠmanifestations ﾠand ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠ
about ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ(idem: ﾠ428-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Overall ﾠ interpretations ﾠ were ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ cultural ﾠ history. ﾠ An ﾠ evolutionary ﾠ
perspective ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠto ﾠdescribe ﾠlife, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠprehistoric ﾠpast, ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
‘primitives’ ﾠ to ﾠ more ﾠ complex ﾠ societies. ﾠ A ﾠ strong ﾠ historical ﾠ dimension ﾠ was ﾠ
attributed ﾠto ﾠartefacts, ﾠe.g. ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠHomeric ﾠliterary-ﾭ‐‑historical ﾠ ﾠ 108 ﾠ
framework ﾠto ﾠinterpret ﾠthe ﾠMycenaean ﾠcivilisation ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠability ﾠto ﾠuse ﾠmaterial ﾠ
culture ﾠas ﾠevidence ﾠthrough ﾠits ﾠconnection ﾠwith ﾠhistorical ﾠfigures ﾠand ﾠevents. ﾠ
On ﾠa ﾠsecondary ﾠlevel, ﾠthis ﾠprojected ﾠnotions ﾠof ﾠa ﾠglorified ﾠpast ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠ2004: ﾠ
429-ﾭ‐‑31). ﾠThese ﾠinterpretations ﾠwere ﾠcomplemented ﾠonly ﾠscarcely ﾠby ﾠreferences ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠof ﾠother ﾠpeople, ﾠmainly ﾠEgyptians, ﾠEtruscans, ﾠArabs ﾠand ﾠ
Romans, ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ presented ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ one-ﾭ‐‑way ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ
culture, ﾠ which ﾠ only ﾠ emitted ﾠ and ﾠ never ﾠ accepted ﾠ anything ﾠ foreign. ﾠ Only ﾠ one ﾠ
mention ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠfound ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠolder ﾠcultures ﾠ
that ﾠpreceded ﾠthe ﾠGreeks ﾠ(idem). ﾠThus, ﾠarchaeological ﾠnarratives ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠ
contribute ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ formation ﾠ of ﾠ national ﾠ identity ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ attribution ﾠ of ﾠ
national ﾠ features ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ culture ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past, ﾠ with ﾠ emphasis ﾠ on ﾠ its ﾠ
continuity ﾠand ﾠunchanged ﾠcharacter ﾠthrough ﾠtime ﾠ(idem: ﾠ432). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
There ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ references ﾠ to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management, ﾠ
conservation, ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ enhancement, ﾠ illicit ﾠ trade ﾠ and ﾠ looting ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠ
2004: ﾠ431). ﾠMuseums ﾠwere ﾠdepicted ﾠas ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠ
as ﾠ temples ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ art, ﾠ in ﾠ accordance ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ overall ﾠ framework ﾠ of ﾠ
presentation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ(idem). ﾠFinally, ﾠvisual ﾠmaterial ﾠreflected ﾠand ﾠenforced ﾠ
the ﾠ ideological ﾠ perspectives ﾠ expressed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ text, ﾠ directly ﾠ linked ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
development ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠGreece: ﾠthe ﾠdominance ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠand ﾠByzantine ﾠ
times ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠprehistoric ﾠand ﾠrecent ﾠpast, ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠart, ﾠ
visualised ﾠthrough ﾠan ﾠout ﾠof ﾠcontext ﾠshowcase ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠmasterpieces ﾠ(idem: ﾠ
432-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ survey ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ been ﾠ conducted ﾠ among ﾠ students ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ grade ﾠ of ﾠ
compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ in ﾠ urban, ﾠ semi-ﾭ‐‑urban ﾠ and ﾠ rural ﾠ areas ﾠ of ﾠ Greece ﾠ to ﾠ
investigate ﾠtheir ﾠexperience, ﾠknowledge ﾠand ﾠattitudes ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
(Dassiou ﾠ 2005). ﾠ In ﾠ spite ﾠ of ﾠ several ﾠ issues ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ and ﾠ
presentation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ survey, ﾠ some ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ conclusions ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ this ﾠ research ﾠ ﾠ 109 ﾠ
project ﾠ are ﾠ reported ﾠ here. ﾠ The ﾠ survey ﾠ revealed ﾠ a ﾠ strong ﾠ identification ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwith ﾠexcavation, ﾠa ﾠpositivist ﾠand ﾠempirical ﾠperspective ﾠ(idem: ﾠ109, ﾠ
114-ﾭ‐‑7, ﾠ129), ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠreconstruction ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠhistorical ﾠpast ﾠ(idem: ﾠ110, ﾠ119) ﾠand ﾠ
with ﾠhistory ﾠas ﾠa ﾠdiscipline ﾠ(idem: ﾠ111-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ students’ ﾠ familiarity ﾠ with ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites, ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ
excavations, ﾠ the ﾠ largest ﾠ group ﾠ of ﾠ students ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ had ﾠ visited ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠ5 ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠtimes ﾠ(43%). ﾠEighteen ﾠper ﾠcent ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
15 ﾠ times, ﾠ 16% ﾠ 10 ﾠ to ﾠ 15 ﾠ times, ﾠ 12% ﾠ once ﾠ and ﾠ 3% ﾠ had ﾠ never ﾠ visited ﾠ an ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005: ﾠ119-ﾭ‐‑20). ﾠThe ﾠlargest ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠstudents ﾠalso ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠmuseums ﾠ5 ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠtimes ﾠ(40%). ﾠNineteen ﾠper ﾠcent ﾠhad ﾠ
visited ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ15 ﾠtimes ﾠand ﾠ21% ﾠ10 ﾠto ﾠ15 ﾠtimes ﾠ(it ﾠis ﾠimpossible ﾠto ﾠinfer ﾠhow ﾠ
the ﾠremaining ﾠ20% ﾠreplied ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestion, ﾠidem: ﾠ125). ﾠHalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstudents ﾠhad ﾠ
never ﾠvisited ﾠan ﾠexcavation ﾠ(50%). ﾠNineteen ﾠper ﾠcent ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠan ﾠexcavation ﾠ
once, ﾠ14% ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠ5 ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠtimes, ﾠ3% ﾠ10 ﾠto ﾠ15 ﾠtimes ﾠand ﾠ2% ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ15 ﾠ
times, ﾠwhile ﾠ11% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠanswer ﾠthe ﾠquestion. ﾠDassiou ﾠused ﾠthe ﾠcomparison ﾠ
between ﾠ the ﾠ three ﾠ to ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ the ﾠ elimination ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(idem: ﾠ130). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠthe ﾠlargest ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠstudents ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠlike ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠan ﾠ
excavation ﾠ very ﾠ much ﾠ (32%), ﾠ 26% ﾠ a ﾠ lot ﾠ and ﾠ 14% ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ had ﾠ never ﾠ
thought ﾠabout ﾠit, ﾠwhile ﾠ14% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠanswer. ﾠA ﾠlarger ﾠnumber ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠ
would ﾠlike ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠin ﾠan ﾠexcavation ﾠvery ﾠmuch ﾠ(38%), ﾠwhile ﾠ17% ﾠhad ﾠ
never ﾠthought ﾠabout ﾠit ﾠand ﾠ12% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠanswer ﾠ(it ﾠis ﾠimpossible ﾠto ﾠinfer ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠ
remaining ﾠstudents ﾠanswered, ﾠidem: ﾠ130). ﾠIn ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠmuseum ﾠvisits, ﾠstudents ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠpreferred ﾠto ﾠattend ﾠguided ﾠtours, ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠwell ﾠexplained. ﾠ
Dassiou ﾠattributed ﾠthis ﾠpreference ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠeither ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠknow ﾠof ﾠ
other ﾠways ﾠof ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠmuseum ﾠexhibits ﾠor ﾠthey ﾠimagined ﾠthat ﾠother ﾠ
ways ﾠwould ﾠrequire ﾠextra ﾠeffort ﾠ(idem: ﾠ122-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠThe ﾠlargest ﾠgroup ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠ ﾠ 110 ﾠ
expect ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠto ﾠimplement ﾠways ﾠto ﾠfamiliarise ﾠthem ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ(40%), ﾠ28.5% ﾠattributed ﾠsuch ﾠa ﾠrole ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠcultural ﾠassociation ﾠ
and ﾠ15.5% ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration, ﾠwhile ﾠ16% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠreply ﾠ(idem: ﾠ144). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Students ﾠexpressed ﾠdifficulty ﾠin ﾠdiscussing ﾠwhat ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠmonument ﾠor ﾠan ﾠ
artefact ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠinterest. ﾠMore ﾠthan ﾠ40% ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠreply. ﾠNo ﾠone ﾠ
referred ﾠto ﾠprehistoric ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand, ﾠregarding ﾠartefacts, ﾠ
they ﾠ mainly ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ sculpture. ﾠ There ﾠ was ﾠ no ﾠ mention ﾠ of ﾠ tools ﾠ or ﾠ other ﾠ
utensils ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005: ﾠ132-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Students ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ or ﾠ moderate ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠtourism ﾠ(25% ﾠfor ﾠeach ﾠoption, ﾠ24% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠanswer), ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠ
rest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠoptions, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ‘small’, ﾠ‘none’, ﾠ‘I ﾠdon’t ﾠknow’, ﾠreceived ﾠless ﾠthan ﾠ10% ﾠ
of ﾠreplies ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005: ﾠ154-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠThey ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠ(47%) ﾠor ﾠ
moderate ﾠ (13%) ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ Greece ﾠ and ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (25% ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ
answer). ﾠ  ﾠ Dassiou ﾠ interpreted ﾠ these ﾠ answers ﾠ as ﾠ lacking ﾠ correspondence ﾠ to ﾠ
reality ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠ(idem: ﾠ155). ﾠIn ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠ
between ﾠother ﾠcountries ﾠand ﾠarchaeology, ﾠthe ﾠlargest ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠstudents ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
answer ﾠat ﾠall ﾠ(26%), ﾠ23% ﾠfound ﾠit ﾠfair, ﾠ16% ﾠgreat, ﾠ19% ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
know, ﾠ5% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠanswer. ﾠDassiou ﾠinterpreted ﾠthese ﾠanswers ﾠas ﾠdemonstrating ﾠ
a ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠinformation, ﾠfragmentary ﾠknowledge ﾠfrom ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠsources ﾠand ﾠ
lack ﾠof ﾠintercultural ﾠperspectives ﾠin ﾠeducation ﾠ(idem: ﾠ157). ﾠFinally, ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ relations ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ European ﾠ countries ﾠ with ﾠ monuments, ﾠ 27% ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ
there ﾠare ﾠmany, ﾠ26% ﾠfew ﾠand ﾠ25% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠreply. ﾠDassiou ﾠsuggested ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠ
answers ﾠwere ﾠexpressions ﾠof ﾠbasic ﾠand ﾠsuperficial ﾠknowledge ﾠ(idem: ﾠ159-ﾭ‐‑60). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Environmental ﾠ Education ﾠ Centres ﾠ (EEC) ﾠ constitute ﾠ a ﾠ last ﾠ point ﾠ of ﾠ
convergence ﾠ between ﾠ formal ﾠ education ﾠ and ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ The ﾠ Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ
Education ﾠhas ﾠgradually ﾠfounded ﾠthem ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠcountry, ﾠone ﾠin ﾠeach ﾠ ﾠ 111 ﾠ
prefecture, ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ 1990s. ﾠ These ﾠ Centres ﾠ develop ﾠ and ﾠ host ﾠ educational ﾠ
programmes ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ aim ﾠ of ﾠ raising ﾠ awareness ﾠ among ﾠ students ﾠ of ﾠ humans’ ﾠ
relationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠnatural ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠenvironment, ﾠsensitising ﾠthem ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
problems ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠit ﾠand ﾠmotivating ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠsolution ﾠ(Law ﾠ
no. ﾠ1892/90 ﾠGovernment ﾠGazette ﾠ101A/31.07.1990, ﾠarticle ﾠ111, ﾠpar. ﾠ13). ﾠThe ﾠEECs ﾠ
offer ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠto ﾠschools ﾠfrom ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠprefecture ﾠand ﾠfrom ﾠ
other ﾠ parts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ country, ﾠ some ﾠ of ﾠ which ﾠ are ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠand ﾠare ﾠthus ﾠconsidered ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠthesis. ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.6 Archaeology in the Press  
Research ﾠon ﾠarchaeological ﾠnews ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠpress ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠand ﾠ
twentieth ﾠ centuries ﾠ has ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ has ﾠ always ﾠ been ﾠ a ﾠ fairly ﾠ
systematic ﾠ presentation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ in ﾠ this ﾠ domain ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ
sphere. ﾠNews ﾠhas ﾠmainly ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology, ﾠClassical ﾠand, ﾠsince ﾠ
1876, ﾠwhen ﾠMycenae ﾠwas ﾠfirst ﾠexcavated, ﾠMycenaean ﾠtoo. ﾠThere ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠvery ﾠ
little ﾠmention ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworld. ﾠArchaeological ﾠresource ﾠ
management ﾠissues, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠlegislative ﾠmeasures, ﾠadministrative ﾠdecisions, ﾠthe ﾠ
foundation ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ operation ﾠof ﾠ Greek ﾠ and ﾠ foreign ﾠinstitutions ﾠ
often ﾠappeared ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ2003: ﾠ641-ﾭ‐‑4, ﾠ647). ﾠThe ﾠsocial ﾠ
aspect ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks, ﾠas ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAthens ﾠAgora ﾠexcavations, ﾠ
has ﾠbeen ﾠsystematically ﾠdebated ﾠ(idem: ﾠ645, ﾠn. ﾠ402). ﾠOverall, ﾠarchaeological ﾠnews ﾠ
has ﾠ often ﾠ been ﾠ a ﾠ backdrop ﾠ for ﾠ intensive ﾠ political ﾠ criticism ﾠ (idem: ﾠ 647, ﾠ 654). ﾠ
Especially ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠproblem ﾠof ﾠlooting, ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠhas ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠshape ﾠ
public ﾠ opinion ﾠ and ﾠ sensitise ﾠ people ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ negative ﾠ effects ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ country’s ﾠ
international ﾠreputation ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠloss ﾠof ﾠresources ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠdevelopment, ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠ
the ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠeconomy ﾠ(idem: ﾠ647). ﾠ ﾠ
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Archaeological ﾠ news ﾠ has ﾠ followed ﾠ the ﾠ current ﾠ trends ﾠ in ﾠ scientific ﾠ research ﾠ
(Sophrondiou ﾠ2003: ﾠ641). ﾠThe ﾠmarginal ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠprehistoric ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠthus ﾠ
been ﾠconfirmed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrespective ﾠsupport ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠreceived ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠ(idem: ﾠ
660). ﾠThe ﾠ1870s ﾠmarked ﾠan ﾠethnocentric ﾠturn ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠnews ﾠreported ﾠ
(idem: ﾠ645), ﾠand ﾠless ﾠarchaeological ﾠnews ﾠappeared ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠpoint ﾠ
when ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠintensified ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury ﾠ
onwards ﾠ(idem: ﾠ652). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Today, ﾠnews ﾠabout ﾠnew ﾠresearch ﾠfindings, ﾠrescue ﾠexcavations, ﾠthe ﾠopening ﾠof ﾠ
major ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ museums ﾠ of ﾠ Athens ﾠ and ﾠ often ﾠ of ﾠ Thessaloniki, ﾠ the ﾠ
fluctuations ﾠof ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠin ﾠmuseums ﾠand ﾠsites, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdecisions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Ministry ﾠ of ﾠ Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ Central ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Council ﾠ are ﾠ
among ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠreported ﾠon ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress. ﾠThree ﾠcolumnists ﾠwho ﾠspecialised ﾠin ﾠ
cultural ﾠnews ﾠwere ﾠinterviewed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠaforementioned ﾠresearch, ﾠ
and ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ matters ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities ﾠ confer ﾠ quality ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ
newspaper. ﾠTheir ﾠinclusion ﾠis ﾠdetermined ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠavailability ﾠof ﾠmore ﾠimportant ﾠ
news ﾠ(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠSophronidou ﾠ2003: ﾠ168) ﾠand ﾠitems ﾠin ﾠthese ﾠfields ﾠare ﾠ
often ﾠused ﾠto ﾠ‘lighten ﾠup’ ﾠthe ﾠcontent, ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠother ﾠscientific ﾠstories ﾠ
(Kiosse ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ166). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Speaking ﾠ‘from ﾠexperience’, ﾠone ﾠcolumnist ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠis ﾠlooking ﾠfor ﾠ
something ﾠmysterious ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Kiosse ﾠin ﾠSophrondiou ﾠ2003: ﾠ166). ﾠAll ﾠ
referred ﾠ to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ news ﾠ as ﾠ ‘impressive’. ﾠ One ﾠ Thessaloniki-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ
newspaper ﾠcolumnist ﾠdated ﾠthis ﾠinclination ﾠtowards ﾠimpressive ﾠreports ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
time ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠVergina ﾠfinds. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Vergina, ﾠI ﾠbelieve, ﾠsignified ﾠthe ﾠinterest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠgovernment ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
public. ﾠI ﾠthink ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠfindings ﾠattracted ﾠinternational ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠ
their ﾠ impact ﾠ was ﾠ as ﾠ great ﾠ not ﾠ only ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ historical ﾠ ﾠ 113 ﾠ
significance ﾠbut ﾠespecially ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvaluable ﾠmaterial ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠ
making, ﾠ that ﾠ is, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠ they ﾠ directed ﾠ the ﾠ whole ﾠ process ﾠ of ﾠ
publicising ﾠarchaeological ﾠnews ﾠinto ﾠa ﾠdifferent ﾠway ﾠof ﾠpresentation, ﾠ
more ﾠimpressive, ﾠI ﾠwould ﾠsay ﾠ(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ169). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠcolumnists ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠmention ﾠVergina ﾠmight ﾠimply ﾠ
that ﾠthe ﾠeffect ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠnational. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ contribution ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ towards ﾠ how ﾠ and ﾠ what ﾠ is ﾠ published ﾠ has ﾠ
always ﾠbeen ﾠsignificant ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠthemselves ﾠbeen ﾠmajor ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠ
information ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠauthors ﾠof ﾠpublished ﾠtexts ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ2003: ﾠ653-ﾭ‐‑4), ﾠ
providing ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠdeal ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinformation ﾠpublicised ﾠ(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ
167-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠAn ﾠolder ﾠcolumnist ﾠremembered ﾠhow ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠmainly ﾠ
foreign ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ who ﾠ talked ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ press ﾠ with ﾠ pleasure. ﾠ The ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ agree ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ promotion ﾠ of ﾠ young ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠpress. ﾠIn ﾠtime, ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠrelationships ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠimproved ﾠ(Savvide ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ163-ﾭ‐‑4), ﾠalthough ﾠa ﾠyounger ﾠcolumnist ﾠ
said ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ still ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ share ﾠinformation ﾠ with ﾠ all ﾠ journalists ﾠ as ﾠ
easily ﾠ(Kiosse ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ165). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Columnists ﾠ also ﾠ stressed ﾠ the ﾠ importance ﾠ of ﾠ accuracy ﾠ and ﾠ faithfulness ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
information ﾠarchaeologists ﾠprovide ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ2003: ﾠ164-ﾭ‐‑5): ﾠ‘if ﾠyou ﾠchange, ﾠ
for ﾠinstance, ﾠa ﾠnumber, ﾠit ﾠcan ﾠchange ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠperiod’ ﾠ(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ
167). ﾠ However, ﾠ they ﾠ made ﾠ no ﾠ distinction ﾠ between ﾠ information ﾠ and ﾠ
interpretation, ﾠdemonstrating ﾠthus ﾠa ﾠrather ﾠuncritical ﾠapproach. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠarchaeological ﾠreportage, ﾠyou ﾠcannot ﾠmake ﾠyour ﾠown ﾠapproach, ﾠ
you ﾠlisten ﾠcarefully ﾠand ﾠwrite ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠtell ﾠyou, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠnothing ﾠfor ﾠ
you ﾠ to ﾠ assume, ﾠ you ﾠ are ﾠignorant ﾠ anyway, ﾠyour ﾠ approach ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ a ﾠ ﾠ 114 ﾠ
matter ﾠ of ﾠ opinion, ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ matter ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ clearest ﾠ and ﾠ most ﾠ specific ﾠ
information ﾠ and ﾠ data, ﾠ you ﾠ cannot ﾠ say ﾠ what ﾠ you ﾠ think ﾠ
(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠidem: ﾠ167-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠbackground ﾠlimits ﾠcolumnists’ ﾠability ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠ
scientific ﾠprocess ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtentative ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠits ﾠresults, ﾠto ﾠseparate ﾠinformation ﾠ
and ﾠinterpretation, ﾠand ﾠultimately ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠcritically ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠinformants. ﾠ
The ﾠpotential ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠto ﾠshape ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠpublic ﾠopinion ﾠthat ﾠwill ﾠcontribute ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠsafeguarding ﾠof ﾠantiquities, ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠaccepting ﾠevery ﾠreport ﾠat ﾠface ﾠ
value ﾠis ﾠthus ﾠcompromised. ﾠAn ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠperception ﾠthat ﾠonly ﾠreaders ﾠ
of ﾠa ﾠhigher ﾠeducational ﾠbackground ﾠare ﾠin ﾠposition ﾠto ﾠappreciate ﾠthe ﾠimportance ﾠ
of ﾠa ﾠfind ﾠ(Charalambidou ﾠin ﾠSophronidou ﾠ2003: ﾠ167) ﾠinstead ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbelief ﾠthat ﾠ
simple, ﾠengaging, ﾠand ﾠaccurate ﾠwriting ﾠcan ﾠattract ﾠthe ﾠattention ﾠand ﾠinterest ﾠof ﾠ
more ﾠ readers. ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ few ﾠ exceptions ﾠ of ﾠ reports ﾠ concerning ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ columnists ﾠ express ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ
independent ﾠand ﾠcritical ﾠview ﾠ(Sykka ﾠ2008; ﾠThermou ﾠ2010a, ﾠ2010b), ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠ
argue ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠconveying ﾠ
information ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠmagazine ﾠArchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠArts ﾠhad ﾠ been ﾠpublished ﾠfor ﾠalmost ﾠthirty ﾠ
years ﾠbefore ﾠit ﾠended ﾠits ﾠcirculation ﾠin ﾠDecember ﾠ2010. ﾠIt ﾠpublished ﾠarticles ﾠon ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwritten ﾠby ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠscholars ﾠof ﾠrelevant ﾠfields ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
broader ﾠpublic. ﾠIts ﾠclosure ﾠwas ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠfinancial ﾠconstraints ﾠalluding ﾠto ﾠits ﾠ
rather ﾠlimited ﾠreadership ﾠ(for ﾠfurther ﾠinformation ﾠsee ﾠwww.arxaiologia.gr). ﾠ
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2.2.7  Archaeology  and  Local  Communities:  Public  Perceptions  of 
Archaeology and the Past  
One ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠpopulation ﾠsurveys ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠ
the ﾠ public ﾠ and ﾠ archaeology ﾠ was ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ neighbourhood ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠToumba ﾠin ﾠThessaloniki ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1993). ﾠThe ﾠsurvey ﾠ
investigated ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠindicators ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠattitudes ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠthese ﾠare ﾠ
formed. ﾠPublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmedia ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠmain ﾠsources ﾠ
of ﾠhistorical ﾠinformation. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠlargest ﾠgroups ﾠof ﾠrespondents ﾠvisited ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠrarely ﾠ(28%) ﾠor ﾠwith ﾠschool ﾠ(39%), ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠ
claim ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠexcavations ﾠtaking ﾠ
place ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠ(81%) ﾠ(idem). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠvisiting ﾠmuseums, ﾠalthough ﾠmost ﾠrespondents ﾠ
stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ could ﾠ not ﾠ identify ﾠ artefacts ﾠ by ﾠ function ﾠ or ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ type ﾠ of ﾠ
information ﾠthey ﾠcould ﾠprovide ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠthey ﾠcould ﾠappreciate ﾠexhibits ﾠ
according ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠmaterial, ﾠrarity ﾠand ﾠaesthetic ﾠbeauty. ﾠIt ﾠcame ﾠas ﾠ
no ﾠsurprise ﾠthen ﾠthat ﾠrespondents ﾠcould ﾠonly ﾠname ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠVergina. ﾠWhile ﾠ
almost ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠparticipants ﾠknew ﾠthat ﾠexcavation ﾠfinds ﾠend ﾠup ﾠin ﾠmuseums, ﾠ
21% ﾠthought ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠpossible ﾠthat ﾠantiquities ﾠare ﾠsmuggled ﾠabroad, ﾠ13% ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠ
end ﾠup ﾠin ﾠprivate ﾠcollections, ﾠ6% ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠlost ﾠand ﾠ4% ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠbelong ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeologist ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1993). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠToumba, ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠis ﾠvisible ﾠ
from ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea’s ﾠresidents’ ﾠhouses ﾠand ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠparticipants ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠit, ﾠthey ﾠknew ﾠwho ﾠconducted ﾠit ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠits ﾠaims ﾠ
were. ﾠ However, ﾠ their ﾠ impression ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ findings ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ dating ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ
correlated ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠexperience ﾠand ﾠacquired ﾠinformation. ﾠAlthough ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
necessarily ﾠvalue ﾠthe ﾠfindings, ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠvalue ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠitself ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠet ﾠ
al. ﾠ1993). ﾠ ﾠ 116 ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠsurvey ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠappreciates ﾠhistory ﾠprimarily ﾠbecause ﾠ
it ﾠenforces ﾠnational ﾠidentity ﾠand ﾠsecondly, ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠis ﾠeducational. ﾠHowever, ﾠ
the ﾠhigh ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠhistory ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠensure ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠimmediate ﾠpast, ﾠ
which ﾠ is ﾠ seen ﾠ as ﾠ negative. ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ two ﾠ approaches ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ were ﾠ
identified, ﾠin ﾠclose ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠMerriman’s ﾠsurvey ﾠresults ﾠ(2000 ﾠ(1991): ﾠ5). ﾠThe ﾠ
first ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠformal ﾠone ﾠthat ﾠstems ﾠfrom ﾠinstitutions ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠ
museums, ﾠ which ﾠ focuses ﾠ on ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ carries ﾠ ideological ﾠ meaning. ﾠ The ﾠ
second ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠpersonal ﾠone, ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠimmediately ﾠexperienced, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
local ﾠexcavation, ﾠand ﾠis ﾠemotional ﾠand ﾠnot ﾠconnected ﾠdirectly ﾠwith ﾠhistory, ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠsense ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠvalued ﾠcollectively. ﾠAlthough ﾠimmediate ﾠexperience ﾠdoes ﾠ
not ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠvalorisation ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠexcavation ﾠas ﾠhighly ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠ
Vergina, ﾠfor ﾠinstance, ﾠthis ﾠstereotype ﾠis ﾠso ﾠimportant ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠrealise ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠ
must ﾠ be ﾠ value ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ of ﾠ Toumba, ﾠ demonstrating ﾠ thus ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ
ideological ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠhistory ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠsociety. ﾠAgain, ﾠthis ﾠvalorisation ﾠdoes ﾠ
not ﾠ ensure ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ substantive ﾠ relationship, ﾠ not ﾠ even ﾠ one ﾠ related ﾠ to ﾠi t s  ﾠ
contribution ﾠon ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠlevel ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1993). ﾠ
 ﾠ
More ﾠrecently ﾠa ﾠsurvey ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresidents ﾠof ﾠNaxos, ﾠan ﾠAegean ﾠ
island, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ monuments ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ was ﾠ conducted ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ aim ﾠ of ﾠ
supporting ﾠthis ﾠrelationship ﾠthrough ﾠpublic ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠprotection ﾠ(Gratsia ﾠ
2010: ﾠ79-ﾭ‐‑80). ﾠThe ﾠsurvey ﾠinvestigated ﾠpublic ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠisland’s ﾠcultural ﾠ
heritage ﾠand ﾠits ﾠprotection. ﾠ ﾠIt ﾠshowed ﾠthat ﾠeverybody ﾠwas ﾠaware ﾠand ﾠproud ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠimportant ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠNaxos ﾠand ﾠhad ﾠvisited ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠiconic ﾠmonument ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ island, ﾠ Portara, ﾠ while ﾠ fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ had ﾠ visited ﾠ more ﾠ recently ﾠ
excavated ﾠand ﾠrestored ﾠmonuments ﾠ(idem: ﾠ83). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠprotection, ﾠ73% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠresponsibility ﾠshould ﾠlie ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism, ﾠ50% ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality, ﾠ23% ﾠwith ﾠ ﾠ 117 ﾠ
citizens ﾠand ﾠ4.5% ﾠwith ﾠprivate ﾠcompanies ﾠ(Gratsia ﾠ2010: ﾠ84). ﾠIn ﾠrespect ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
current ﾠsituation, ﾠ40% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ
puts ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ effort ﾠ into ﾠ preservation, ﾠ 23% ﾠ stated ﾠ the ﾠm u n i c i p a l ity, ﾠ 12.5% ﾠ
citizens, ﾠ 4.5% ﾠ NGOs ﾠ and ﾠ 4.5% ﾠ the ﾠ universities ﾠ (idem). ﾠ Eighty ﾠ per ﾠ cent ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠwere ﾠagainst ﾠbuilding ﾠhotels ﾠand ﾠhouses ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠ
66% ﾠagainst ﾠbuilding ﾠshops. ﾠIn ﾠa ﾠhypothetical ﾠscenario ﾠof ﾠimportant ﾠantiquities ﾠ
being ﾠ found ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ construction ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ hotel, ﾠ 92% ﾠ were ﾠ in ﾠ favour ﾠ of ﾠ
expropriation, ﾠ continuation ﾠ of ﾠ excavation ﾠ and ﾠ enhancement ﾠ of ﾠ findings, ﾠ and ﾠ
only ﾠ 7% ﾠ were ﾠ in ﾠ favour ﾠ of ﾠ ‘covering ﾠ up’ ﾠ the ﾠ findings ﾠ and ﾠ continuing ﾠ with ﾠ
construction. ﾠParticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠmonuments ﾠare ﾠmostly ﾠthreatened ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
lack ﾠof ﾠconcern ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠState ﾠand ﾠsecondly ﾠby ﾠdevelopment ﾠpressure ﾠ
(idem: ﾠ84). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ 84% ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠd o e s  ﾠn o t  ﾠ
inform ﾠ them ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ monuments ﾠ and ﾠ 87% ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ would ﾠ like ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ
informed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠand ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality; ﾠpercentages ﾠthat ﾠraise ﾠthe ﾠ
issue ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠmuch ﾠpeople ﾠreally ﾠknow ﾠabout ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠheritage. ﾠSixty ﾠper ﾠcent ﾠ
of ﾠrespondents ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠmonuments. ﾠGratsia ﾠ(2010: ﾠ85) ﾠreported ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠindividuals ﾠand ﾠ
civil ﾠgroups ﾠthat ﾠreact ﾠwhen ﾠmonuments ﾠare ﾠthreatened ﾠin ﾠNaxos ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
understanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠheritage ﾠin ﾠtourist ﾠdevelopment ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠ
their ﾠpartial ﾠprotection. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠsurvey ﾠalso ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠNaxos ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠ
aware ﾠof ﾠways ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠaction ﾠand ﾠtherefore, ﾠinforming ﾠthem ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠ
the ﾠfirst ﾠstep ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠsensitisation. ﾠThe ﾠlocal ﾠgovernment’s ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠprotection ﾠwas ﾠ
considered ﾠ particularly ﾠ significant ﾠ and ﾠ critical, ﾠ which ﾠ could ﾠ be ﾠ taken ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
expression ﾠof ﾠa ﾠdesire ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠmore, ﾠsince ﾠpeople ﾠfeel ﾠcloser ﾠto ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
connected ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠgovernment. ﾠHowever, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠstill ﾠquestionable ﾠas ﾠto ﾠ ﾠ 118 ﾠ
whether ﾠlocal ﾠgovernments ﾠcan ﾠassume ﾠsuch ﾠresponsibility ﾠ(Gratsia ﾠ2010: ﾠ85; ﾠ
see ﾠalso ﾠ2.1.4 ﾠin ﾠregards ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠCode ﾠof ﾠMunicipalities ﾠand ﾠCommunities). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠ research ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ
material ﾠremains ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠconducted ﾠwithin ﾠ
cultural ﾠ anthropology ﾠ (Caftanzoglou ﾠ 2001; ﾠ Herzfeld ﾠ 1991; ﾠ Yalouri ﾠ 2001), ﾠ
reflexive ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Fotiadis ﾠ1993; ﾠSutton ﾠand ﾠStroulia ﾠ2010) ﾠand ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠ
regional ﾠ surveys ﾠ with ﾠ ethnographic ﾠ components ﾠ (Diacopoulos ﾠ 2004; ﾠ Forbes ﾠ
2007; ﾠNixon ﾠ2001; ﾠSutton ﾠ1997; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠappraisal ﾠof ﾠethnoarchaeological ﾠ
approaches ﾠto ﾠmodern ﾠcommunities ﾠsee ﾠFotiadis ﾠ1995; ﾠSutton ﾠ2000). ﾠA ﾠreview ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠpoints ﾠof ﾠconvergence ﾠis ﾠuseful ﾠfor ﾠframing ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠpresented ﾠin ﾠ
this ﾠresearch ﾠproject. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠmost ﾠcases, ﾠresearchers ﾠdiscussed ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠ
local ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠscepticism, ﾠsuspicion ﾠand ﾠdefiance, ﾠon ﾠbehalf ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠif ﾠnot ﾠfrom ﾠboth ﾠsides ﾠ(Caftanzoglou ﾠ2001; ﾠHerzfeld ﾠ1991), ﾠ
or ﾠat ﾠbest ﾠindifference ﾠ(Deltsou ﾠ2009; ﾠStroulia ﾠ2002; ﾠStroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ2009; ﾠ
Sutton ﾠ1997). ﾠThe ﾠformer ﾠsituation ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠexpected ﾠin ﾠcases ﾠwhere ﾠmonitoring ﾠ
and ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠpeople’s ﾠactivities ﾠis ﾠnecessary ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠ
(see ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠThe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠof ﾠRethymno, ﾠas ﾠdiscussed ﾠby ﾠHerzfeld ﾠ
(1991), ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ traditional ﾠ neighbourhood ﾠ of ﾠ Anafiotika ﾠ in ﾠ Athens, ﾠ as ﾠ
investigated ﾠby ﾠCaftanzoglou ﾠ(2001) ﾠare ﾠexamples ﾠof ﾠmodern ﾠmonuments ﾠthat ﾠ
are ﾠstill ﾠin ﾠuse. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠextension ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠto ﾠinclude ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠhistorical ﾠperiods ﾠhas ﾠmeant ﾠ
that ﾠ residential ﾠ quarters ﾠ may ﾠ be ﾠ also ﾠ declared ﾠ monuments. ﾠ Herzfeld ﾠ
investigated ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠof ﾠRethymnon. ﾠThe ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠis ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠbest-ﾭ‐‑preserved ﾠ
and ﾠ largest ﾠ residential ﾠ complex ﾠ of ﾠ late ﾠ medieval ﾠ and ﾠ early ﾠ Renaissance ﾠ ﾠ 119 ﾠ
architecture ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMediterranean ﾠtoday ﾠ(Herzfeld ﾠ1991: ﾠ34). ﾠThis ﾠnecessitated ﾠ
its ﾠlisting ﾠas ﾠa ﾠhistoric ﾠsettlement ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmonitoring ﾠand ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠany ﾠactivity ﾠ
that ﾠaffects ﾠit ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠEphorate. ﾠThe ﾠgrowing ﾠand ﾠchanging ﾠneeds ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠOld ﾠ
Town’s ﾠresidents ﾠmultiplied ﾠthe ﾠcomplexities ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠconservation ﾠwas ﾠ
faced ﾠ with, ﾠ especially ﾠ at ﾠ a ﾠ time ﾠ of ﾠ transition ﾠ towards ﾠ tourism ﾠ development ﾠ
(idem). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Herzfeld ﾠdealt ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠrepresentative ﾠrelationship. ﾠIssues ﾠ
of ﾠreal ﾠand ﾠsymbolic ﾠownership ﾠand ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠits ﾠremains ﾠwere ﾠ
prevalent, ﾠconsidering ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠmainly ﾠconsists ﾠof ﾠprivate ﾠproperty, ﾠ
especially ﾠ as ﾠ they ﾠ developed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ bureaucratic ﾠ mechanism. ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ in ﾠ Rethymnon, ﾠ the ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ needed ﾠ to ﾠ explain ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ
residential ﾠOttoman ﾠarchitecture, ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠruinous ﾠClassical ﾠtemples ﾠsuch ﾠ
as ﾠthe ﾠParthenon ﾠcommonly ﾠassociated ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology, ﾠto ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠ
appropriated ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ narrative ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ challenge ﾠ its ﾠ authority ﾠ and ﾠ
decisions ﾠ(Herzfeld ﾠ1991: ﾠ257-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ a ﾠ similar ﾠ investigation, ﾠ Caftanzoglou ﾠ (2001) ﾠ raised ﾠ further ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ
implications ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠmanagement ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠrevealed ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠAnafiotika, ﾠa ﾠneighbourhood ﾠthat ﾠimmigrants ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠAegean ﾠ
island ﾠof ﾠAnafi ﾠbuilt ﾠillegally ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠfoot ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAcropolis ﾠrock ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury, ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠcame ﾠto ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠof ﾠAthens. ﾠ
The ﾠ neighbourhood’s ﾠ demolition ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ discussed ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠo f  ﾠt h e  ﾠ
nineteenth ﾠcentury ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠits ﾠlocation ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠnorth-ﾭ‐‑eastern ﾠslope ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠso-ﾭ‐‑called ﾠ
‘Sacred ﾠ Rock’ ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ constant ﾠ struggle ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ dominant ﾠ
discourse ﾠon ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠnarratives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠgroups ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠlived ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠExcept ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠhouses ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠfinally ﾠdemolished ﾠand ﾠothers ﾠ
that ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ expropriated, ﾠ the ﾠ neighbourhood’s ﾠ future ﾠ remains ﾠ unknown ﾠ
even ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠprocess, ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠ ﾠ 120 ﾠ
authorities ﾠnever ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠdecisions ﾠ(idem: ﾠ154). ﾠ
This ﾠis ﾠa ﾠshowcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcontrasts ﾠand ﾠcomplications ﾠwith ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠis ﾠ
still ﾠ trying ﾠ to ﾠ cope ﾠ in ﾠ dealing ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ complexity ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ own ﾠ past. ﾠ It ﾠ also ﾠ
demonstrates ﾠ how ﾠ authorities ﾠ that ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ fulfil ﾠ the ﾠ obligations ﾠ under ﾠ which ﾠ
they ﾠmaintain ﾠpower, ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexposed ﾠto ﾠcriticism ﾠby ﾠsubaltern ﾠgroups ﾠwho ﾠcan ﾠ
prove ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠauthority ﾠhave ﾠbroken ﾠtheir ﾠsocial ﾠcontract ﾠ(idem: ﾠ291). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcases ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠis ﾠ
described ﾠ as ﾠ indifferent ﾠ tend ﾠ more ﾠ often ﾠ to ﾠ involve ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ or ﾠ
research ﾠprojects, ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠinterested ﾠ— ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠnot ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠdictated ﾠby ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeological ﾠsignificance, ﾠas ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠdetermined ﾠ
externally. ﾠ However, ﾠ this ﾠ is ﾠ considered ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ a ﾠ superficial ﾠ indifference ﾠ that ﾠ
requires ﾠ greater ﾠ investigation ﾠ to ﾠ reveal ﾠ the ﾠways ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ really ﾠ
relates ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsites, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmeanings ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠto ﾠ
them ﾠ(Deltsou ﾠ2009: ﾠ187). ﾠIt ﾠmay ﾠalso ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠregional ﾠsurveys, ﾠwhich ﾠ
people ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠreadily ﾠidentify ﾠwith ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠ(Fotiadis ﾠ1993: ﾠ160-ﾭ‐‑1). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Deltsou ﾠ conducted ﾠ ethnographic ﾠ research ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ town ﾠ of ﾠ Vasiliko, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
northern ﾠPeloponnese, ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAncient ﾠSikyon ﾠSurvey. ﾠShe ﾠnoted ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity ﾠignored ﾠthe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠteam. ﾠ‘People ﾠdon’t ﾠcare ﾠ
about ﾠ antiquities’ ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ answer ﾠ given ﾠ when ﾠ asked ﾠ about ﾠ living ﾠ close ﾠ to ﾠ
important ﾠ antiquities. ﾠ However, ﾠ investigation ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ various ﾠ
conditions ﾠhad ﾠled ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠto ﾠa ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠloss ﾠof ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠ‘depreciation’ ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠlocal ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠof ﾠinferiority ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠother ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠThis ﾠ
had ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ an ﾠ anti-ﾭ‐‑hegemonic ﾠ discourse ﾠ challenging ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ these ﾠ
other ﾠsites. ﾠAmong ﾠthe ﾠcauses ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠEphorate’s ﾠindifference ﾠto ﾠconducting ﾠ
further ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠSikyon, ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠproperty ﾠowners ﾠhave ﾠto ﾠpay ﾠfor ﾠrescue ﾠ
excavations ﾠ necessary ﾠ to ﾠ acquire ﾠ building ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ permits, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ 121 ﾠ
continuous ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠtaking ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠplaces ﾠlike ﾠCorinthos, ﾠwhich ﾠ
was ﾠthus ﾠconsidered ﾠmore ﾠimportant ﾠthan ﾠSikyon ﾠ(Deltsou ﾠ2009: ﾠ181-ﾭ‐‑2, ﾠ184). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠmutual ﾠindifference ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠeven ﾠ
expressed ﾠin ﾠspatial ﾠterms, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠare ﾠdeveloped ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
borders ﾠof ﾠcommunities ﾠbut ﾠwithout ﾠany ﾠconnection ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠso ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠthus ﾠ
constitute ﾠtwo ﾠparallel ﾠworlds. ﾠSutton, ﾠwho ﾠconducted ﾠethnographic ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠ
Heraklion, ﾠ the ﾠ village ﾠ next ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ Nemea, ﾠ
compared ﾠthe ﾠsituation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠtwo ﾠtectonic ﾠplates: ﾠ‘they ﾠgenerally ﾠ
float ﾠindependently, ﾠhovering ﾠnear ﾠone ﾠanother ﾠwithout ﾠtouching, ﾠsometimes ﾠ
they ﾠcrash ﾠinto ﾠeach ﾠother ﾠin ﾠviolent ﾠupheavals, ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠoccasionally ﾠdo ﾠthey ﾠ
meld ﾠtogether’. ﾠShe ﾠattributed ﾠthis ﾠto ﾠsite ﾠproduction ﾠprocesses ﾠthat ﾠoperate ﾠas ﾠ
distancing ﾠmechanisms ﾠ(Sutton ﾠ1997: ﾠ31), ﾠalluding ﾠto ﾠGiddens’ ﾠdisembedding ﾠ
mechanisms ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Stroulia ﾠconducted ﾠethnographic ﾠresearch ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ1960s ﾠand ﾠ1970s ﾠexcavation ﾠby ﾠ
Indiana ﾠUniversity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFranchthi ﾠcave ﾠin ﾠnortheastern ﾠPeloponnese, ﾠalmost ﾠ
thirty ﾠ years ﾠ after ﾠ its ﾠ completion. ﾠ Regarding ﾠ her ﾠ own ﾠ fieldwork ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠof ﾠKiladha, ﾠshe ﾠnoted ﾠthe ﾠsuspicions ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠwho ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠbelieve ﾠ
she ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠbecause ﾠshe ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠdigging ﾠbut ﾠinstead ﾠwas ﾠtalking ﾠ
to ﾠpeople, ﾠand ﾠfurthermore ﾠasking ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠtell ﾠher ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠexcavation. ﾠSuch ﾠperceptions ﾠreflect ﾠthe ﾠfear ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠ
association ﾠwith ﾠspies, ﾠespecially ﾠforeign ﾠones ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠHerzfeld ﾠ1991: ﾠ47-ﾭ‐‑54), ﾠor ﾠ
census ﾠtakers ﾠand ﾠtax ﾠcollectors ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠFotiadis ﾠ1993: ﾠ161, ﾠsee ﾠalso ﾠ3.2.2), ﾠand ﾠ
enforce ﾠthe ﾠseparation ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠcommunities. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Stroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠadopted ﾠthe ﾠterm ﾠ‘landscape ﾠdissonance’ ﾠto ﾠdescribe ﾠthe ﾠ
indifference, ﾠ confusion, ﾠ antagonism ﾠ and ﾠ resentfulness ﾠ between ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠand ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites. ﾠThey ﾠattributed ﾠit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprocesses ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 122 ﾠ
formation ﾠof ﾠEuropean ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠantiquities, ﾠand ﾠof ﾠa ﾠnational ﾠidentity ﾠ
based ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ protection ﾠ of ﾠ some ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ most ﾠ fundamental ﾠ constituent ﾠ parts, ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmonuments ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ2009: ﾠ127-ﾭ‐‑33). ﾠFotiadis ﾠ
attributed ﾠwhat ﾠhe ﾠperceived ﾠas ﾠa ﾠsymbolic ﾠand ﾠsubtle ﾠ‘resistance’ ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠpopulation ﾠto ﾠ‘a ﾠdimension ﾠof ﾠpower ﾠat ﾠour ﾠ[the ﾠarchaeologists’] ﾠheels’ ﾠthat ﾠ
consists ﾠof ﾠconscious ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠexpel ﾠmodernity ﾠfrom ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork, ﾠof ﾠ
elements ﾠ of ﾠ census ﾠ taking ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ methods ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ intensity ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠwork ﾠduring ﾠfieldwork ﾠ(1993: ﾠ151, ﾠ153, ﾠ162-ﾭ‐‑5; ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsimilarity ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology ﾠto ﾠcensus ﾠtaking ﾠand ﾠother ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠsurveillance ﾠand ﾠcontrol, ﾠ
see ﾠalso ﾠAnderson ﾠ1991: ﾠ163-ﾭ‐‑85). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Personal ﾠrelationships ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠdeveloped. ﾠDeltsou ﾠ(2009: ﾠ184) ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
different ﾠ meanings ﾠ antiquities ﾠ guards, ﾠ former ﾠ excavation ﾠ workers ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ
‘antiquaries’ ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠantiquities. ﾠAlthough ﾠthey ﾠengage ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠ
rest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠformal ﾠdiscourse ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠnation ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠcontribution ﾠto ﾠdevelopment, ﾠthey ﾠalso ﾠmaintain ﾠtheir ﾠ
personal ﾠ memories ﾠ and ﾠ emotions. ﾠ They ﾠ develop ﾠ an ﾠ individual ﾠ identity ﾠ and ﾠ
acquire ﾠa ﾠparticular ﾠplace, ﾠalbeit ﾠsome ﾠtimes ﾠambivalent, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ
(idem: ﾠ 184-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ Fotiadis ﾠ even ﾠ attributed ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ protectors ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ team’s ﾠ
landlords ﾠand ﾠneighbours ﾠfrom ﾠhis ﾠown ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠconducting ﾠa ﾠregional ﾠ
survey ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠ Kozani, ﾠnorthern ﾠGreece ﾠ(Fotiadis ﾠ1993: ﾠ159). ﾠ ﾠStroulia ﾠ
elaborated ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcloser ﾠrelationship ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠexcavators ﾠmaintained ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠ
landlords ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠit ﾠlasted ﾠeven ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ109-ﾭ‐‑
10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠresearchers ﾠacknowledge ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠprojects ﾠwould ﾠnot ﾠ
have ﾠbeen ﾠpossible ﾠwithout ﾠthe ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠ
of ﾠ services, ﾠ others ﾠ have ﾠ attributed ﾠ even ﾠ the ﾠ few ﾠ closer ﾠ relationships ﾠ that ﾠ do ﾠ
form ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠprofit ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠare ﾠin ﾠposition ﾠto ﾠ ﾠ 123 ﾠ
make ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠand ﾠTouloumis ﾠ2010: ﾠ323-ﾭ‐‑4), ﾠan ﾠapproach ﾠthat ﾠoverlooks ﾠ
the ﾠproximity ﾠand ﾠlongevity ﾠof ﾠcontact ﾠsuch ﾠrelationships ﾠentail ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Local ﾠmyths ﾠand ﾠstories ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠcommonly ﾠencountered. ﾠThese ﾠare ﾠconsidered ﾠ
to ﾠencapsulate ﾠlocal ﾠinterpretations ﾠ of ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmaterial ﾠor ﾠeven ﾠto ﾠ
legitimise ﾠan ﾠanti-ﾭ‐‑hegemonic ﾠdiscourse. ﾠIn ﾠan ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠcase, ﾠthe ﾠ
skeletal ﾠremains ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠFranchthi ﾠcave ﾠwere ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠCyclopes ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠassociation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFranchthi ﾠcave ﾠwith ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠCyclop ﾠPolyphemos ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠOdyssey, ﾠwhere ﾠOdysseus ﾠwas ﾠtrapped ﾠwith ﾠhis ﾠcomrades ﾠon ﾠhis ﾠway ﾠback ﾠ
to ﾠ Ithaca ﾠ (Stroulia ﾠ 2002: ﾠ 107; ﾠ for ﾠ more ﾠ cases ﾠ of ﾠ association ﾠ of ﾠ ancestors ﾠ with ﾠ
Cyclops ﾠsee ﾠKakrides ﾠ1989). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠcase, ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠNemea ﾠassign ﾠ
cultural ﾠsignificance ﾠto ﾠa ﾠcave ﾠidentified ﾠby ﾠthem ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠwhere ﾠHerakles ﾠ
met ﾠ the ﾠ Nemean ﾠ Lion ﾠ in ﾠ his ﾠ first ﾠ task, ﾠ and ﾠ contrast ﾠ it ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ official ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ (Sutton ﾠ 1997: ﾠ 31; ﾠ Stroulia ﾠ and ﾠ Sutton ﾠ 2009: ﾠ 126-ﾭ‐‑7, ﾠ 130). ﾠ
Deltsou ﾠ describes ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ that ﾠ locals ﾠ challenged ﾠ the ﾠ team’s ﾠ authority ﾠ by ﾠ
presenting ﾠits ﾠmembers ﾠwith ﾠstories ﾠof ﾠyet ﾠunknown ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
area ﾠ (2009: ﾠ 186). ﾠ Finally, ﾠ Caftanzoglou ﾠ relates ﾠ a ﾠ popular ﾠ story ﾠ among ﾠ the ﾠ
residents ﾠof ﾠAnafiotika, ﾠwhich ﾠattributes ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠneighbourhood ﾠ
to ﾠKing ﾠOtto ﾠhimself ﾠ(2001: ﾠ272-ﾭ‐‑83). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains ﾠ concerned ﾠ in ﾠ each ﾠ case ﾠ plays ﾠ a ﾠ
determinant ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠFirst ﾠof ﾠall, ﾠtheir ﾠ
physical ﾠ features, ﾠ whether ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ monumental ﾠ or ﾠ not, ﾠ impacts ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
impression ﾠthey ﾠmake ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlayperson. ﾠHowever, ﾠthis ﾠfeature ﾠis ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠ
chronology. ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ prehistoric ﾠ remains ﾠ are ﾠ rarely ﾠ monumental ﾠ and ﾠ thus ﾠ
have ﾠlittle ﾠchances ﾠof ﾠimpressing ﾠanyone ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠphysical ﾠfeatures ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ
2002: ﾠ 102, ﾠ 109). ﾠ The ﾠ same ﾠ applies ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ surface ﾠ finds ﾠ of ﾠ regional ﾠ surveys ﾠ
(Fotiadis ﾠ 1993; ﾠ Nixon ﾠ 2001). ﾠ The ﾠ exceptions ﾠ are ﾠ precious ﾠ artefacts ﾠ that ﾠ are ﾠ
valued ﾠ anyway ﾠ for ﾠ their ﾠ material, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ Minoan ﾠ and ﾠ Mycenaean ﾠ time ﾠ ﾠ 124 ﾠ
periods, ﾠwhich ﾠare ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠglorious ﾠeras ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠpast ﾠ(Voutsaki ﾠ
2004). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ attributes ﾠ also ﾠ prescribe ﾠ the ﾠ significance ﾠ of ﾠ remains ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ
narrative. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠtheir ﾠsignificance ﾠpredetermines ﾠtheir ﾠinternational ﾠ
reputation ﾠ and ﾠ consequently ﾠ the ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ intervention ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService, ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠof ﾠsite ﾠinterpretation, ﾠespecially ﾠwhether ﾠit ﾠis ﾠ
developed ﾠin ﾠa ﾠseparate ﾠheritage ﾠattraction, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠmuseum, ﾠand ﾠsite ﾠ
construction ﾠ processes ﾠ in ﾠ general ﾠ (see ﾠ above ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ ‘landscape ﾠ
dissonance’). ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠconsequence, ﾠhigh ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠand ﾠpublic ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠa ﾠ
site ﾠ distil ﾠ more ﾠ pride ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ and ﾠ raise ﾠ the ﾠ importance ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠheritage ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠidentity. ﾠTo ﾠcounterbalance ﾠthe ﾠbenefits, ﾠthe ﾠ
more ﾠ significant ﾠ an ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ less ﾠ likely ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠwill ﾠhave ﾠany ﾠsay ﾠover ﾠit ﾠor ﾠinformal ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠit. ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠeven ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAcropolis, ﾠarguably ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠand ﾠ
visited ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ country, ﾠ it ﾠ seems ﾠ that ﾠ its ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ
experiences ﾠit ﾠthrough ﾠits ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠinteraction ﾠwith ﾠit ﾠand ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠthrough ﾠ
archaeological ﾠand ﾠother ﾠrelated ﾠsignificance ﾠ(Yalouri ﾠ2001: ﾠ155-ﾭ‐‑6, ﾠ191). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠ
same ﾠ sense, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ cannot ﾠ perceive ﾠ the ﾠ Franchthi ﾠ cave ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ because ﾠ for ﾠ them ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ natural ﾠ formation, ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ
experience ﾠof ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠpast ﾠmemories, ﾠtheir ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠlife ﾠand ﾠ
their ﾠfuture. ﾠThey ﾠalso ﾠhave ﾠno ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFranchthi ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite, ﾠas ﾠit ﾠ
belongs ﾠ to ﾠ others, ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ As ﾠ such ﾠ it ﾠ does ﾠ not ﾠ even ﾠ constitute ﾠ a ﾠ
source ﾠof ﾠrevenue ﾠfor ﾠthem ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ112-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Local ﾠ people ﾠ therefore ﾠ often ﾠ cannot ﾠ perceive ﾠ archaeological ﾠ finds ﾠ as ﾠ actual ﾠ
artefacts ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ interest. ﾠ Especially ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ prehistoric ﾠ
excavations ﾠand ﾠto ﾠsurface ﾠsurveys, ﾠpeople ﾠoften ﾠassociate ﾠfinds ﾠwith ﾠpebbles, ﾠ ﾠ 125 ﾠ
tiles, ﾠchildren’s ﾠtoys ﾠand ﾠrubbish. ﾠLocals ﾠin ﾠKiladha ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠremember ﾠany ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ finds ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ cave ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ skeletal ﾠ remains, ﾠ demonstrating ﾠ the ﾠ
particular ﾠfascination ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠand ﾠprecious ﾠmaterials ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠgold ﾠhave ﾠon ﾠ
popular ﾠimagination ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ107, ﾠ110). ﾠNixon ﾠreported ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠchange ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ way ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ in ﾠ Sphakia ﾠ regarded ﾠ their ﾠ finds: ﾠ at ﾠ first, ﾠ they ﾠ
considered ﾠthem ﾠappropriate ﾠfor ﾠchildren, ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠused ﾠto ﾠgive ﾠglazed ﾠsherds ﾠto ﾠ
children ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠwith, ﾠand ﾠwith ﾠrubbish. ﾠWith ﾠtime, ﾠpeople ﾠcame ﾠto ﾠappreciate ﾠ
the ﾠ effort ﾠ the ﾠ team ﾠ was ﾠ making ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ learn ﾠ by ﾠ watching ﾠ and ﾠ asking ﾠ
questions ﾠand ﾠstarted ﾠto ﾠtreat ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠwith ﾠrespect ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠbrought ﾠsherds ﾠ
to ﾠ them. ﾠ By ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ project, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ had ﾠ changed ﾠ their ﾠ
opinion ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠasked ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwhether ﾠthey ﾠ
could ﾠexhibit ﾠtheir ﾠfinds, ﾠhaving ﾠrealised ﾠtheir ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠgained ﾠpride ﾠin ﾠthem ﾠ
(Nixon ﾠ2001: ﾠ82). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠlongevity ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠidentity ﾠand ﾠnationality ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
body ﾠthat ﾠcarries ﾠit ﾠout ﾠ(e.g. ﾠa ﾠForeign ﾠSchool, ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠor ﾠa ﾠ
university ﾠdepartment), ﾠalso ﾠdetermine ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠStroulia ﾠnoted ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠpeople’s ﾠdistance ﾠand ﾠ
lack ﾠof ﾠinteraction ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠforeignness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠ
communities. ﾠThe ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠFranchthi ﾠ(1967-ﾭ‐‑76) ﾠwas ﾠentangled ﾠin ﾠbroader ﾠ
politics ﾠ because ﾠ an ﾠ American ﾠ university ﾠ had ﾠ run ﾠ it ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ days ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
American-ﾭ‐‑backed ﾠJunta ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ108; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠfurther ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ reception ﾠ of ﾠ Foreign ﾠ Schools ﾠ see ﾠ Hamilakis ﾠ 2007: ﾠ 48-ﾭ‐‑51). ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠarchaeologists ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠenjoy ﾠa ﾠless ﾠfavourable ﾠreputation ﾠamong ﾠpeople ﾠ
because ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠconduct ﾠresearch ﾠexcavations, ﾠi.e. ﾠ‘real ﾠarchaeology’ ﾠbut ﾠ
instead ﾠthey ﾠperform ﾠautopsies ﾠto ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠapplication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠ(Hamilakis ﾠ
2007: ﾠ37-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ ﾠ
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Very ﾠfew ﾠexamples ﾠof ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠbefore ﾠor ﾠduring ﾠ
the ﾠresearch ﾠreported ﾠare ﾠmentioned ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠliterature. ﾠWhere ﾠcases ﾠexist, ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠcommon ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠthat ﾠhosts ﾠfinds ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠsite, ﾠalthough ﾠ
on ﾠsome ﾠoccasions ﾠtoo ﾠfar ﾠaway ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠvisited ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ
2002: ﾠ103, ﾠ111) ﾠor ﾠclosed ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠrenovation ﾠfor ﾠtoo ﾠlong ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠany ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠ
their ﾠrelationship ﾠ(Deltsou ﾠ2009: ﾠ181-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠStroulia ﾠrecorded ﾠ
locals’ ﾠcomplaints ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠreluctant ﾠto ﾠshare ﾠfindings ﾠ
with ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠonce ﾠthe ﾠfieldwork ﾠwas ﾠover ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠ‘vanished’. ﾠ ﾠLocals ﾠ
admitted ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhad ﾠorganised ﾠa ﾠslide ﾠpresentation ﾠbut ﾠthey ﾠ
‘were ﾠbusy ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠmoney ﾠthose ﾠdays’ ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ108), ﾠcompleting ﾠ
the ﾠpicture ﾠof ﾠmutual ﾠindifference. ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠ Franchthi ﾠ other ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ occasionally ﾠ adopted ﾠ different ﾠ
strategies, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠremembered ﾠeven ﾠyears ﾠlater. ﾠThey ﾠoften ﾠshowed ﾠsurvey ﾠ
finds ﾠto ﾠlocals, ﾠonce ﾠinvited ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcave ﾠfor ﾠhands-ﾭ‐‑on ﾠexperience, ﾠand ﾠsent ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ information ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ cave ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ school ﾠ principal ﾠ
(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ110). ﾠMore ﾠrecently, ﾠthe ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠalso ﾠorganised ﾠan ﾠ
experimental ﾠpottery ﾠworkshop ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ2009: ﾠ133). ﾠSimilarly, ﾠa ﾠfilm ﾠ
was ﾠ prepared ﾠ as ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Sphakia ﾠ Survey, ﾠ and ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ team ﾠ had ﾠ not ﾠ
planned ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠto ﾠscreen ﾠit ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlocals, ﾠit ﾠproved ﾠan ﾠexcellent ﾠ
way ﾠto ﾠreport ﾠback, ﾠshare ﾠtheir ﾠresults ﾠand ﾠinspire ﾠpride ﾠin ﾠthem ﾠ(Nixon ﾠ2001: ﾠ
82-ﾭ‐‑5, ﾠ 87-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ In ﾠ another ﾠ case, ﾠ the ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑enactment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Nemean ﾠ Games ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
ancient ﾠ stadium ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ established ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ successful ﾠ initiative ﾠ in ﾠ bringing ﾠ
together ﾠresearch ﾠteam, ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠmany ﾠmore ﾠparticipants. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠorganised ﾠat ﾠalmost ﾠregular ﾠintervals ﾠsince ﾠ1996 ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ2009: ﾠ
134). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
The ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠliterature ﾠhave ﾠvery ﾠlittle ﾠeconomic ﾠ
relevance ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠMajor ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠhelped ﾠ ﾠ 127 ﾠ
local ﾠeconomies ﾠto ﾠflourish ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠbecome ﾠthe ﾠfocus ﾠof ﾠsimilar ﾠresearch, ﾠ
largely ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠconstitute ﾠexceptions ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrule. ﾠIn ﾠmost ﾠcases, ﾠeven ﾠthose ﾠ
situated ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠAthens-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠtourist ﾠroutes, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠno ﾠshops ﾠfor ﾠ
souvenirs ﾠor ﾠcafeterias ﾠand ﾠsnack ﾠbars ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠvisitors ﾠ(Deltsou ﾠ2009; ﾠStroulia ﾠ
and ﾠSutton ﾠ2009: ﾠ126; ﾠSutton ﾠ1997: ﾠ32). ﾠThe ﾠeconomic ﾠrelevance ﾠis ﾠthus ﾠusually ﾠ
discussed ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpotential ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ111). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ also ﾠ determines ﾠ its ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ In ﾠ recognition ﾠ of ﾠ this, ﾠ the ﾠ researchers ﾠ mentioned ﾠ above ﾠ have ﾠ
devoted ﾠ a ﾠ considerable ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ discussion ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ modern ﾠ
history, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠbackground ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠcurrently ﾠ
living ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠWhether ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠan ﾠurban ﾠor ﾠrural, ﾠmontane ﾠor ﾠ
coastal, ﾠagricultural, ﾠstock-ﾭ‐‑breeding ﾠor ﾠfishing ﾠone ﾠoffers ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠhints ﾠas ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
anticipated ﾠrelations ﾠand ﾠmeanings ﾠpeople ﾠmake ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠand ﾠof ﾠits ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑proclaimed ﾠstewards ﾠ(Nixon ﾠ2001: ﾠ80-ﾭ‐‑2; ﾠStroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ101, ﾠ
106-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠimpact ﾠarchaeology ﾠmakes ﾠon ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠdetermined ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
nature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠits ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage. ﾠ
For ﾠinstance, ﾠalthough ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠFranchthi ﾠcave ﾠmade ﾠthe ﾠ
cave ﾠunusable ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002: ﾠ111), ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcave ﾠ
had ﾠin ﾠany ﾠcase ﾠbeen ﾠmarginal ﾠ(e.g. ﾠstock-ﾭ‐‑breeding, ﾠpicnics, ﾠchildren’s ﾠgames) ﾠ
and ﾠits ﾠloss ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠimpacted ﾠsignificantly ﾠon ﾠlocal ﾠlife, ﾠalthough ﾠ
this ﾠis ﾠsomething ﾠonly ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠcan ﾠsay. ﾠThe ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠactivities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
residents ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠof ﾠRethymnon ﾠmade ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService, ﾠ
such ﾠas ﾠbuilding ﾠ(Herzfeld ﾠ1991), ﾠhave ﾠhad ﾠa ﾠmuch ﾠmore ﾠdisruptive ﾠeffect. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresearchers ﾠhave ﾠgone ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠas ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠsuggestions ﾠabout ﾠ
what ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ should ﾠ do ﾠ to ﾠ improve ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ 128 ﾠ
communities ﾠthat ﾠlive ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠthey ﾠwork ﾠon. ﾠStroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ(2010: ﾠ
134-ﾭ‐‑6), ﾠ for ﾠ instance, ﾠ object ﾠ to ﾠ top-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠ approaches ﾠ and ﾠ encourage ﾠ a ﾠ direct ﾠ
conversation ﾠ between ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ locals ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ aim ﾠ of ﾠ developing ﾠ
collaborative ﾠ archaeology ﾠ before ﾠ the ﾠ start ﾠ of ﾠ fieldwork. ﾠ Furthermore, ﾠ they ﾠ
advocate ﾠa ﾠ‘genuine ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠlives ﾠand ﾠconcerns, ﾠbeyond ﾠany ﾠconnection ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠarchaeology’ ﾠ(idem: ﾠ128, ﾠ133-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.9 Archaeology and NGOs  
The ﾠHellenic ﾠSociety ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠProtection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEnvironment ﾠand ﾠCultural ﾠHeritage ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ important ﾠ NGO ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ with ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠmanagement ﾠsince ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠ1972 ﾠas ﾠa ﾠreaction ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠextensive ﾠ
destruction ﾠ of ﾠ monuments ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ Colonels’ ﾠ Junta. ﾠ Its ﾠ contribution ﾠ to ﾠ
struggles ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ safeguarding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ iconic ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ Plaka ﾠ in ﾠ Athens ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ
Delphi ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠof ﾠgreat ﾠimportance. ﾠThe ﾠHellenic ﾠSociety ﾠalso ﾠclaims ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠ
contributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠformulation ﾠof ﾠarticle ﾠ24 ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠconstitution ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4) ﾠ
(Hellenic ﾠSociety ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠ NGO, ﾠ called ﾠ Diazoma, ﾠ has ﾠ recently ﾠ appeared ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ
conservation ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠtheatres. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠby ﾠan ﾠex-ﾭ‐‑Minister ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠ
and ﾠaims ﾠto ﾠpreserve ﾠancient ﾠtheatres ﾠand ﾠfundraise ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠrestoration ﾠand ﾠ
integration ﾠin ﾠeveryday ﾠlife. ﾠThe ﾠorganisation ﾠis ﾠcurrently ﾠfundraising ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
preservation ﾠof ﾠalmost ﾠ20 ﾠancient ﾠtheatres ﾠ(Diazoma ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠexample ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠnot-ﾭ‐‑for-ﾭ‐‑profit ﾠMonumenta, ﾠmainly ﾠrepresented ﾠthrough ﾠ
the ﾠe-ﾭ‐‑magazine ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠname, ﾠwhich ﾠpromotes ﾠawareness, ﾠprotection, ﾠ
proper ﾠmanagement ﾠand ﾠenhancement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnatural ﾠand ﾠarchitectural ﾠheritage ﾠ
of ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠCyprus. ﾠApart ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠe-ﾭ‐‑magazine, ﾠMonumenta ﾠplays ﾠan ﾠactivist ﾠ
role ﾠ and ﾠ proceeds ﾠ to ﾠ legal ﾠ measures ﾠ when ﾠ monuments ﾠ are ﾠ perceived ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ ﾠ 129 ﾠ
under ﾠ threat ﾠ (Monumenta ﾠ 2011). ﾠ One ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ better-ﾭ‐‑known ﾠ activities ﾠ is ﾠ called ﾠ
Local ﾠCommunities ﾠand ﾠMonuments ﾠ(Lekakis ﾠ2008: ﾠ314; ﾠGratsia ﾠand ﾠLekakis ﾠ2010; ﾠ
for ﾠ further ﾠ information ﾠ see ﾠ http://topikeskoinoniesmnimeia.wordpress.com/). ﾠ
(For ﾠa ﾠreview ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠthese ﾠorganisations ﾠoperate ﾠwithin ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠmanagement, ﾠsee ﾠSakellariadi ﾠ2008). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.2.10 Archaeology and Civil Society 
Despite ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠNGOs, ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠactive ﾠengagement ﾠhas ﾠproven ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthat ﾠ
undertaken ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ people ﾠ themselves. ﾠ Local ﾠ communities ﾠ have ﾠ organised ﾠ
themselves ﾠto ﾠdeal ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury. ﾠ
Examples ﾠ include ﾠ the ﾠ representatives ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Castriots, ﾠ then ﾠ residents ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
village ﾠon ﾠtop ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ(Amandry ﾠ1992; ﾠSkorda ﾠ1992), ﾠ
the ﾠ residents ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Athenian ﾠ Agora ﾠ (Sakka ﾠ 2008), ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ current ﾠ citizens ﾠ
movements ﾠ which ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ created ﾠ to ﾠ oppose ﾠ specific ﾠ activities ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ the ﾠ
declassification ﾠ of ﾠ two ﾠ monuments ﾠ of ﾠ modern ﾠ architecture ﾠ threatened ﾠ with ﾠ
demolition ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ open ﾠ the ﾠ view ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ Acropolis ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ New ﾠ
Museum ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠhttp://areopagitou17.blogspot.com/ ﾠ) ﾠor ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠ
the ﾠsafeguarding ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠsite ﾠinto ﾠtheir ﾠhands ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠsee ﾠas ﾠ
indifference ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ Philopappou ﾠ Hill ﾠ opposite ﾠ the ﾠ Acropolis ﾠ in ﾠ Athens ﾠ
http://filopappou.wordpress.com/). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Even ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠexclusive ﾠand ﾠauthoritarian ﾠframework ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠ management ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ still ﾠ ways, ﾠ albeit ﾠ few, ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ individual ﾠ
members ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠcan ﾠpursue ﾠtheir ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠ
culture. ﾠ Apart ﾠ from ﾠ those ﾠ mentioned ﾠ above, ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ also ﾠ local ﾠ history ﾠ
societies, ﾠ associations ﾠ of ﾠ friends ﾠ of ﾠ museums, ﾠ survivals ﾠ of ﾠ indigenous ﾠ
archaeologies, ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠolder ﾠancient ﾠtheatre ﾠfestivals, ﾠand ﾠblogging ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 130 ﾠ
blog ﾠset ﾠup ﾠby ﾠNikos ﾠPsychogyios ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠpresent ﾠthe ﾠrescue ﾠexcavation ﾠthat ﾠ
took ﾠ place ﾠ in ﾠ his ﾠ plot ﾠ http://kavrochori-ﾭ‐‑eng.blogspot.com/). ﾠ There ﾠ are ﾠ other, ﾠ
more ﾠcontroversial ﾠmodes ﾠof ﾠengagement ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠa ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠ
‘antiquaries’ ﾠ who ﾠ dig ﾠ illicitly ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ enrich ﾠ their ﾠ private ﾠ collections ﾠ
(Antoniadou ﾠ2009), ﾠgroups ﾠof ﾠmetal ﾠdetectors ﾠwho ﾠoperate ﾠin ﾠconnection ﾠwith ﾠ
foreign ﾠ coin ﾠ dealers, ﾠ and ﾠ ‘twelve ﾠ gods’ ﾠ worshipers, ﾠ who ﾠ also ﾠ challenge ﾠ the ﾠ
political ﾠ authority ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ state. ﾠ All ﾠ of ﾠ these ﾠ cases ﾠ deserve ﾠ further ﾠ and ﾠ
more ﾠ detailed ﾠ investigation ﾠ that ﾠ cannot ﾠ be ﾠ pursued ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ
research ﾠproject. ﾠHowever, ﾠthey ﾠcan ﾠoffer ﾠimportant ﾠinformation ﾠon ﾠhow ﾠand ﾠ
why ﾠpeople ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠthey ﾠchoose ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠso. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
2.3 Conclusions  
That ﾠarchaeology ﾠplays ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnation ﾠbuilding ﾠprocess ﾠis ﾠclear ﾠ
from ﾠthe ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpolitical ﾠcontext ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠstart ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠchapter. ﾠA ﾠreview ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠhistorical ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhowever ﾠshows ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠresources ﾠavailable ﾠfor ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠnever ﾠcorresponded ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠ
importance ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠit. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠcould ﾠ
never ﾠhave ﾠprovided ﾠthe ﾠnecessary ﾠresources ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠuniversal ﾠprotection ﾠthe ﾠ
Constitution ﾠ envisages, ﾠ and ﾠ has ﾠ always ﾠ had ﾠ other ﾠ more ﾠ pressing ﾠ priorities ﾠ
which ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠsucceeded ﾠin ﾠmaking ﾠthemselves ﾠrelevant ﾠ
to ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ increasing ﾠ income ﾠ through ﾠ cultural ﾠ tourism). ﾠ On ﾠ the ﾠ contrary, ﾠ the ﾠ
emphasis ﾠon ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠprescribed ﾠby ﾠits ﾠ
political ﾠ role ﾠ — ﾠ the ﾠ dominance ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Classical ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ an ﾠ art-ﾭ‐‑historical ﾠ
approach ﾠ — ﾠ has ﾠ occasionally ﾠ made ﾠ archaeology ﾠ a ﾠ perceived ﾠ impediment ﾠ to ﾠ
development. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠsame ﾠapplies ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠwithin ﾠboth ﾠ
the ﾠ contexts ﾠ of ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ public ﾠ education. ﾠ Even ﾠ the ﾠ presentation ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ 131 ﾠ
archaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpress, ﾠpresumably ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠindependent ﾠagent, ﾠhas ﾠfollowed ﾠ
the ﾠsame ﾠtrajectory. ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠconditions ﾠhave ﾠin ﾠturn ﾠinfluenced ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠ
local ﾠcommunities ﾠall ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠcountry. ﾠOverall, ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠare ﾠ
mostly ﾠappreciated ﾠfor ﾠsupporting ﾠnational ﾠidentity. ﾠThe ﾠcritical ﾠunderstanding ﾠ
and ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠplay ﾠa ﾠvery ﾠsmall, ﾠif ﾠany, ﾠ
part ﾠin ﾠit. ﾠLocal ﾠantiquities ﾠare ﾠvalued ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠway. ﾠ
 ﾠ
More ﾠrecent ﾠresearch ﾠhas ﾠshown ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠinformation ﾠ
sharing ﾠand ﾠknowledge ﾠbuilding ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠcould ﾠsupport ﾠefforts ﾠfor ﾠ
protection. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠis ﾠcurrently ﾠcarrying ﾠout ﾠprotective ﾠwork ﾠ
with ﾠgreat ﾠdifficulty ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠlevel. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠjust ﾠas ﾠdifficult ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
to ﾠ understand ﾠ this ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ necessity, ﾠ especially ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑
monumental ﾠheritage, ﾠto ﾠappreciate ﾠits ﾠprocesses ﾠand ﾠto ﾠcope ﾠwith ﾠits ﾠfinancial ﾠ
consequences ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠsocial ﾠconsequences. ﾠThe ﾠresulting ﾠrelationship ﾠlimits ﾠthe ﾠ
potentials ﾠof ﾠboth ﾠsides. ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠis ﾠof ﾠcourse ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠfor ﾠevery ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠor ﾠfor ﾠevery ﾠindividual ﾠ
within ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ community. ﾠ As ﾠ communities ﾠ may ﾠ be ﾠ as ﾠ varied ﾠ as ﾠ their ﾠ
individual ﾠmembers, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠdevelop ﾠmore ﾠpersonal ﾠrelationships ﾠ
and ﾠ come ﾠ closer ﾠ to ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ work, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ applies ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠIn ﾠany ﾠcase, ﾠthe ﾠmeaning ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠmakes ﾠout ﾠof ﾠits ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠdepends ﾠgreatly ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠits ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠrelationship ﾠ
with ﾠit. ﾠIt ﾠcan ﾠeither ﾠderive ﾠpride ﾠand ﾠenrichment ﾠof ﾠits ﾠlocal ﾠidentity ﾠfrom ﾠit ﾠor, ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠopposite ﾠcase, ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠdepreciation ﾠand ﾠdevaluation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Research ﾠhas ﾠidentified ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠother ﾠfactors ﾠthat ﾠinfluence ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠ
between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ communities, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ duration ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ 132 ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ agent, ﾠ opportunities ﾠ for ﾠ public ﾠ engagement, ﾠ
economic ﾠrelevance, ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠexact ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠspecific ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠtaking ﾠplace. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠ it ﾠ becomes ﾠ clear ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ never ﾠ really ﾠ engaged ﾠ
critically ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠand ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠparticular, ﾠ
further ﾠscrutiny ﾠshows ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠhave ﾠfound ﾠways ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠanyway ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠregardless. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠnecessary ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject ﾠto ﾠ
consider ﾠ the ﾠ complex ﾠ set ﾠ of ﾠ conditions ﾠ described ﾠ above ﾠ in ﾠ advance. ﾠ Their ﾠ
inclusion ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ choice ﾠ of ﾠ appropriate ﾠ methods ﾠ of ﾠ investigation ﾠ is ﾠ
discussed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnext ﾠchapter. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
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CHAPTER THREE. METHODOLOGY 
3.1 The scope of this thesis  
The ﾠsubject ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠ(see ﾠIntroduction) ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠlocal ﾠ
communities ﾠand ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology, ﾠbe ﾠit ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠremains, ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠ
site ﾠmuseums, ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpractice ﾠor ﾠa ﾠdiscipline, ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠservice ﾠor ﾠ
any ﾠother ﾠinstitution ﾠthat ﾠpractices ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠof ﾠcourse, ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠ
of ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ as ﾠ varied ﾠ as ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ in ﾠ practice, ﾠ including ﾠ students ﾠ and ﾠ
professionals, ﾠforeigners ﾠand ﾠGreeks, ﾠstate ﾠemployees, ﾠand ﾠacademics ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠ
research ﾠassociates. ﾠWhen ﾠconsidering ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities, ﾠone ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠinto ﾠ
account ﾠtheir ﾠgeographical, ﾠpolitical, ﾠeconomic, ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠspecificities. ﾠ
The ﾠtemporal ﾠand ﾠspatial ﾠaxes ﾠare ﾠdefined ﾠas ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠfrom ﾠits ﾠ
foundation ﾠ(1830) ﾠup ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresent ﾠday, ﾠthus ﾠsetting ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠcontext ﾠwithin ﾠ
the ﾠrealms ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑state, ﾠits ﾠideology ﾠand ﾠits ﾠlegislative ﾠand ﾠadministrative ﾠ
frameworks. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠmain ﾠaim ﾠis ﾠas ﾠstated, ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠplayed ﾠin ﾠ
Greece, ﾠin ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠterms. ﾠMore ﾠspecifically, ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠ
questions ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠattempts ﾠto ﾠanswer ﾠare: ﾠ
1.  What ﾠhas ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
been ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠits ﾠsocial, ﾠeconomic ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠimpact? ﾠHow ﾠ
and ﾠwhy ﾠhas ﾠthis ﾠrelationship ﾠdeveloped? ﾠ
2.  What ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠhave ﾠthey ﾠ
altered ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠinfluence ﾠof ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠchange? ﾠ
3.  What ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠobjectives ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠ
identified ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpriorities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService? ﾠ ﾠ 134 ﾠ
4.  What ﾠ strategies ﾠ might ﾠ archaeology ﾠ implement ﾠi n  ﾠG r e e c e  ﾠi n  ﾠo r d e r  ﾠt o  ﾠ
reinforce ﾠ its ﾠ socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠ and ﾠ economic ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ become ﾠ more ﾠ
reciprocal ﾠand ﾠrelevant? ﾠ
The ﾠultimate ﾠquestion ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject ﾠraises ﾠis: ﾠ‘for ﾠwhom ﾠis ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
practiced ﾠin ﾠGreece?’ ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.2 Research design and methods  
In ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠanswer ﾠthese ﾠquestions, ﾠthree ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠadjacent ﾠ
communities ﾠ were ﾠ selected, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ subject ﾠ was ﾠ approached ﾠ through ﾠ
qualitative ﾠ and ﾠ quantitative ﾠ methods. ﾠ The ﾠ choice ﾠ of ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ and ﾠ data ﾠ
sources ﾠis ﾠdiscussed ﾠbelow. ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.2.1 Case Studies and Data Sources 
This ﾠ research ﾠ project ﾠ is ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ three ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ achieve ﾠ ‘an ﾠ
empirical ﾠinquiry ﾠthat ﾠinvestigates ﾠa ﾠcontemporary ﾠphenomenon ﾠwithin ﾠits ﾠreal-ﾭ‐‑
life ﾠ context’ ﾠ (Yin ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 13). ﾠ The ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠ is ﾠ investigated ﾠ through ﾠ observed ﾠ literal ﾠ and ﾠ theoretical ﾠ
replications ﾠof ﾠthree ﾠcases: ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ(Kavala) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ(Kastoria) ﾠin ﾠnorthern ﾠGreece, ﾠand ﾠDelphi ﾠin ﾠcentral ﾠGreece ﾠ(plate ﾠ1). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠwere ﾠchosen ﾠbecause ﾠprevious ﾠknowledge ﾠindicated ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠ
be ﾠ critical ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeology ﾠpracticed, ﾠsocial, ﾠeconomic ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠfactors, ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠvisibility ﾠ
within ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry. ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠchosen ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
additional ﾠreason ﾠof ﾠextending ﾠthe ﾠscope ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠgeographical ﾠterms. ﾠ
The ﾠparticular ﾠfeatures ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠstudy ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthey ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
analysis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠat ﾠhand ﾠare ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠChapter ﾠFour. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 135 ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio, ﾠboth ﾠqualitative ﾠand ﾠquantitative ﾠdata ﾠ
were ﾠ collected: ﾠ the ﾠ quantified ﾠ opinions, ﾠ beliefs ﾠ and ﾠ viewpoints ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
populations ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠqualitative ﾠopinions, ﾠbeliefs ﾠand ﾠ
viewpoints ﾠ of ﾠ identified ﾠ stakeholders, ﾠ documentary ﾠ evidence, ﾠ researcher’s ﾠ
observations. ﾠ The ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ was ﾠ mainly ﾠ investigated ﾠ quantitatively ﾠ
through ﾠa ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpopulation. ﾠIn ﾠtotal, ﾠI ﾠspent ﾠtwo ﾠmonths ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides, ﾠalmost ﾠa ﾠmonth ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠa ﾠweek ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠThe ﾠdifferences ﾠ
were ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdirection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠplan, ﾠas ﾠtime ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠcompletion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠwas ﾠlessened ﾠand ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠdata ﾠgrew ﾠmore ﾠand ﾠ
more ﾠrobust ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠdetailed ﾠaccount ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdata ﾠused ﾠsee ﾠAppendix ﾠII). ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.2.2 Quantitative Research Methods 
In ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠas ﾠbroad ﾠ
a ﾠ range ﾠ as ﾠ possible, ﾠ a ﾠ questionnaire ﾠ survey ﾠ was ﾠ conducted ﾠ among ﾠ the ﾠ
populations ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ three ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ through ﾠ structured ﾠ interviews ﾠ (for ﾠ the ﾠ
Questionnaire ﾠ see ﾠ Appendix ﾠ III, ﾠ for ﾠ frequency ﾠ distribution ﾠ and ﾠ contingency ﾠ
tables ﾠ see ﾠ Appendix ﾠ IV). ﾠ Similar ﾠ research ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ United ﾠ States, ﾠ
Canada, ﾠBritain, ﾠItaly ﾠand ﾠGreece ﾠwas ﾠconsulted ﾠand ﾠquestions ﾠfrom ﾠthem ﾠwere ﾠ
intentionally ﾠ incorporated ﾠ so ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ results ﾠ can ﾠ be ﾠ compared ﾠ (Balme ﾠ and ﾠ
Wilson ﾠ2004; ﾠMatsuda ﾠ2009; ﾠMerriman ﾠ2000 ﾠ(1991); ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠ1999; ﾠ
Prince ﾠand ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall ﾠ1985; ﾠRamos ﾠand ﾠDuganne ﾠ2000). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Stratified ﾠrandom ﾠsampling ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠgender ﾠand ﾠage ﾠgroups ﾠ
according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ population ﾠ profile ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ
national ﾠ census ﾠ (Nardi ﾠ 2003: ﾠ 104; ﾠ Hellenic ﾠ Statistical ﾠ Authority ﾠ 2011a). ﾠ I ﾠ
approached ﾠevery ﾠsecond ﾠperson ﾠthat ﾠwalked ﾠby ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠan ﾠinterview. ﾠ
A ﾠrefusal ﾠrate ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠrecorded ﾠbecause ﾠits ﾠimportance ﾠwas ﾠunderestimated ﾠat ﾠ ﾠ 136 ﾠ
the ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsurvey. ﾠI ﾠchose ﾠto ﾠapply ﾠa ﾠstrict ﾠgeographical ﾠdefinition ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
‘local ﾠ community’ ﾠ and ﾠ so ﾠ I ﾠ included ﾠ only ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ lived ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ modern ﾠ
settlement ﾠ next ﾠ to ﾠ each ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site. ﾠ I ﾠ conducted ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠi n  ﾠo p e n  ﾠ
public ﾠspaces ﾠat ﾠall ﾠtimes ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠday ﾠin ﾠall ﾠthree ﾠcommunities: ﾠstreets, ﾠcafes, ﾠtaxi ﾠ
stands, ﾠbars, ﾠsupermarkets, ﾠproduce ﾠmarkets ﾠand ﾠbus ﾠstops. ﾠIt ﾠturned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
extremely ﾠ difficult ﾠ to ﾠ approach ﾠ foreign ﾠ immigrant ﾠ communities ﾠ in ﾠ all ﾠ areas ﾠ
except ﾠ for ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ I ﾠ came ﾠ across ﾠ many ﾠ immigrants ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ but ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ
extremely ﾠ difficult ﾠ to ﾠ convince ﾠ them ﾠ to ﾠ participate. ﾠ The ﾠ reasons ﾠ they ﾠ gave ﾠ
varied ﾠbut ﾠwere ﾠmainly ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠlanguage, ﾠunderstanding ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠability ﾠto ﾠ
express ﾠthemselves. ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwhere ﾠimmigrants ﾠ
agreed ﾠto ﾠparticipate. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
I ﾠapproached ﾠpotential ﾠparticipants ﾠby ﾠasking ﾠif ﾠI ﾠcould ﾠask ﾠthem ﾠa ﾠquestion. ﾠ
When ﾠthey ﾠstopped ﾠI ﾠasked ﾠthem ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠlived ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠKrenides ﾠor ﾠDelphi ﾠ
accordingly. ﾠIf ﾠthey ﾠturned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠeven ﾠ
very ﾠrecent ﾠones, ﾠI ﾠwent ﾠon ﾠto ﾠexplain ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠresearch ﾠstudent ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠ
was ﾠ conducting ﾠ a ﾠ survey ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ
with ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ purposes ﾠ of ﾠ my ﾠ
studies. ﾠ A ﾠ pilot ﾠ survey ﾠ of ﾠ 1% ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ population ﾠ of ﾠ Krenides ﾠ took ﾠ place ﾠ in ﾠ
September ﾠ 2007. ﾠThe ﾠ final ﾠ version ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ questionnaire ﾠ was ﾠ used ﾠinitially ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ(August ﾠ2008), ﾠthen ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(September ﾠ2008) ﾠand ﾠfinally ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠ
(May ﾠ2009). ﾠThe ﾠdata ﾠwere ﾠanalysed ﾠusing ﾠSPSS ﾠ14 ﾠand ﾠ17 ﾠ(Statistical ﾠPackage ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠSocial ﾠSciences). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ questionnaire ﾠ included ﾠ both ﾠ open-ﾭ‐‑ended ﾠ and ﾠ closed ﾠ questions. ﾠ I ﾠ
specifically ﾠ chose ﾠ to ﾠ include ﾠ open-ﾭ‐‑ended ﾠ questions ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ allow ﾠ
participants ﾠto ﾠexpress ﾠthemselves ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠwords ﾠon ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠ
rarely ﾠ researched ﾠ in ﾠ detail ﾠ so ﾠ far. ﾠ I ﾠ tried ﾠ to ﾠ maintain ﾠ a ﾠ balance ﾠ with ﾠ closed ﾠ ﾠ 137 ﾠ
questions ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ limit ﾠ subjectivity ﾠ and ﾠ facilitate ﾠ coding ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ stage ﾠ of ﾠ
analysis ﾠ(Nardi ﾠ2003: ﾠ64-ﾭ‐‑65). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Overall ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠwas ﾠdivided ﾠinto ﾠfour ﾠparts, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠquestions ﾠwere ﾠ
ordered ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfollowing ﾠlogic ﾠ(see ﾠAppendix ﾠIII). ﾠThe ﾠfirst ﾠsection ﾠ
consisted ﾠ of ﾠ demographic ﾠ questions ﾠ to ﾠ determine ﾠ the ﾠ participant’s ﾠ social ﾠ
background ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ develop ﾠ a ﾠ rapport ﾠ with ﾠ them. ﾠ I ﾠ chose ﾠ to ﾠ start ﾠ with ﾠ
demographic ﾠ questions ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ assumption ﾠ that ﾠ simpler, ﾠ routine ﾠ
questions ﾠwould ﾠ‘break ﾠthe ﾠice’ ﾠmore ﾠeasily ﾠ(Nardi ﾠ2003: ﾠ80). ﾠThe ﾠsecond ﾠsection ﾠ
inquired ﾠ about ﾠ participants’ ﾠ perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ
contemporary ﾠ life. ﾠ The ﾠ third ﾠ investigated ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ local ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠit, ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠfinal ﾠsection ﾠdealt ﾠ
with ﾠtheir ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠother ﾠlocal ﾠcultural ﾠstimuli. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠquantitative ﾠanalysis ﾠis ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠanalysis ﾠof ﾠfrequency ﾠdistributions ﾠand ﾠ
their ﾠ cross-ﾭ‐‑tabulations ﾠ with ﾠ demographics. ﾠ Only ﾠ cross-ﾭ‐‑tabulations ﾠ that ﾠ have ﾠ
been ﾠ found ﾠ to ﾠ reject ﾠ the ﾠ null ﾠ hypothesis ﾠ were ﾠ considered. ﾠ The ﾠ confidence ﾠ
interval ﾠwas ﾠset ﾠto ﾠ95% ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠusually ﾠis ﾠin ﾠsocial ﾠresearch ﾠ(Levin ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2010: ﾠ
187-ﾭ‐‑93). ﾠ Although ﾠ participants’ ﾠ answers ﾠ were ﾠ grouped ﾠ in ﾠ detail, ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ
their ﾠsmall ﾠsize ﾠ(98 ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠ102 ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠ84 ﾠin ﾠDelphi) ﾠanalysis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
samples ﾠrequired ﾠbigger ﾠgroups ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠa ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠdetail ﾠwas ﾠlost. ﾠApart ﾠ
from ﾠgender, ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠquite ﾠstraightforward, ﾠthree ﾠage ﾠgroups ﾠwere ﾠused: ﾠ18 ﾠto ﾠ
39 ﾠyear-ﾭ‐‑olds, ﾠ40 ﾠto ﾠ64 ﾠyear ﾠolds ﾠand ﾠ65 ﾠyears ﾠand ﾠolder, ﾠin ﾠaccordance ﾠwith ﾠthose ﾠ
used ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠHellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority. ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠ regard ﾠ to ﾠ employment, ﾠ participants ﾠ were ﾠ grouped ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ sector8 ﾠ
(NACE ﾠ A-ﾭ‐‑B: ﾠ primary, ﾠ NACE ﾠ C-ﾭ‐‑F: ﾠ secondary, ﾠ NACE ﾠ G-ﾭ‐‑Q: ﾠ tertiary ﾠ and ﾠ
unemployed, ﾠundergraduate/graduate ﾠstudents, ﾠretired ﾠand ﾠhousewives) ﾠand ﾠ
then ﾠregrouped ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠcategories ﾠof ﾠemployed ﾠand ﾠunemployed ﾠ(table ﾠ3). ﾠ
For ﾠeducation, ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠgrouped ﾠinto ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠgraduated ﾠprimary ﾠ(6 ﾠ
years), ﾠjunior ﾠhigh ﾠ(9 ﾠyears), ﾠhigh ﾠschool ﾠ(12 ﾠyears) ﾠand ﾠany ﾠother ﾠpost ﾠhigh ﾠ
school ﾠstudies. ﾠThen ﾠthese ﾠwere ﾠregrouped ﾠinto ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠgraduated ﾠfrom ﾠ
compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ (9 ﾠ years) ﾠ or ﾠ less, ﾠ and ﾠ those ﾠ who ﾠ had ﾠ graduated ﾠ from ﾠ
more ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠ(12 ﾠyears) ﾠ(table ﾠ4). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Participants ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠgrouped ﾠinto ﾠthree ﾠgroups ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠhow ﾠmany ﾠyears ﾠ
they ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠparticular ﾠcommunity. ﾠAnother ﾠcategory ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠ
visitor ﾠtype, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhether ﾠparticipants ﾠvisited ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠ
or ﾠmuseums ﾠless ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears, ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears, ﾠabout ﾠ
once ﾠa ﾠyear, ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear, ﾠor ﾠhad ﾠnever ﾠdone ﾠso. ﾠFinally ﾠengagement ﾠ
with ﾠlocal ﾠcultural ﾠstimuli, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠdrama, ﾠthe ﾠ
designation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ under ﾠ ‘Natura ﾠ 2000’ ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
inclusion ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠList ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠto ﾠfurther ﾠelaborate ﾠon ﾠ
these ﾠdistributions. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
I ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠconducted ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠusing ﾠa ﾠsole ﾠ
interviewer, ﾠmyself, ﾠbenefited ﾠmy ﾠresearch. ﾠFirst, ﾠit ﾠadded ﾠto ﾠits ﾠconsistency. ﾠ
Some ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠdiscussed ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠeasy ﾠfor ﾠparticipants ﾠto ﾠinstantly ﾠgrasp ﾠand ﾠ
talk ﾠabout, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠdiscussing ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠI ﾠtherefore ﾠmade ﾠsure ﾠ
that ﾠI ﾠused ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠapproach ﾠwith ﾠeach ﾠparticipant. ﾠI ﾠalso ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠkeep ﾠan ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
8 ﾠIn ﾠaccordance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcategories ﾠthe ﾠHellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority ﾠuses, ﾠNACE ﾠA-ﾭ‐‑B ﾠincludes ﾠ
agriculture, ﾠ farming, ﾠ fishing, ﾠ mining ﾠ and ﾠ quarrying, ﾠ NACE ﾠ C-ﾭ‐‑F ﾠ includes ﾠ manufacturing, ﾠ
electricity ﾠand ﾠwater ﾠprovidors ﾠand ﾠconstruction ﾠand ﾠNACE ﾠG-ﾭ‐‑Q ﾠincludes ﾠtrade ﾠand ﾠservices ﾠ
(for ﾠ further ﾠ details ﾠ see ﾠ Statistical ﾠ Classification ﾠ of ﾠ Economic ﾠ Activities ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ European ﾠ
Community: ﾠhttp://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/index/nace_all.html). ﾠ ﾠ 139 ﾠ
accurate ﾠwritten ﾠaccount ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠinterview, ﾠand ﾠbuilt ﾠa ﾠcollection ﾠof ﾠany ﾠfurther ﾠ
comments ﾠto ﾠevery ﾠanswer ﾠfor ﾠuse ﾠas ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠqualitative ﾠanalysis. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠdrawbacks ﾠof ﾠconducting ﾠa ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠwith ﾠinterviews ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
specifically, ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ interviewer ﾠ are ﾠ extensively ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
literature ﾠ(Nardi ﾠ2003, ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠreferences). ﾠIn ﾠany ﾠcase ﾠunexpected ﾠissues ﾠdo ﾠ
emerge ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfield, ﾠand ﾠthis ﾠhappened ﾠmainly ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio, ﾠwhere ﾠ
the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ I ﾠ surveyed ﾠ were ﾠ small. ﾠ Their ﾠ population ﾠ varies ﾠ from ﾠ
3,323 ﾠto ﾠ1,110 ﾠpeople ﾠrespectively. ﾠIt ﾠsoon ﾠbecame ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠ
not ﾠaccustomed ﾠto ﾠtaking ﾠpart ﾠin ﾠsurveys ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠkind. ﾠFor ﾠinstance, ﾠdespite ﾠmy ﾠ
assurances ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠwas ﾠanonymous ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠobvious ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠany ﾠ
question ﾠthat ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠused ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠany ﾠspecific ﾠindividual, ﾠno ﾠparticipants ﾠ
were ﾠcomfortable ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsuggested ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠa ﾠdigital ﾠrecorder, ﾠwhich ﾠled ﾠme ﾠto ﾠ
abandon ﾠthe ﾠidea ﾠentirely. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Suspicion, ﾠ another ﾠ behaviour ﾠ commonly ﾠ noted ﾠ in ﾠ social ﾠ anthropological ﾠ
research ﾠ(Caftanzoglou ﾠ2001; ﾠHerzfeld ﾠ1991; ﾠStroulia ﾠ2002), ﾠespecially ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
part ﾠof ﾠolder ﾠmale ﾠparticipants, ﾠwas ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠserious ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠhumorous ﾠ
terms. ﾠ ﾠA ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠasked ﾠme ﾠif ﾠin ﾠreality ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠjournalist ﾠcarrying ﾠ
a ﾠhidden ﾠcamera ﾠand ﾠmicrophone ﾠwho ﾠwould ﾠexpose ﾠthem ﾠon ﾠtelevision, ﾠunder ﾠ
the ﾠobvious ﾠinfluence ﾠof ﾠpopular ﾠTV ﾠshows ﾠwhose ﾠpresenters ﾠthey ﾠmentioned. ﾠ
Someone ﾠ else ﾠ asked ﾠ me ﾠ if ﾠ I ﾠ was ﾠ going ﾠ to ﾠ pass ﾠ the ﾠ questionnaires ﾠ on ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
Directorate ﾠof ﾠFinancial ﾠAffairs ﾠ(tax ﾠservice). ﾠAnother ﾠparticipant ﾠasked ﾠwhether ﾠ
I ﾠwas ﾠasking ﾠsuch ﾠquestions ﾠbecause ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠfrom ﾠSkopje, ﾠas ﾠhe ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠlooked ﾠ
Skopjan ﾠto ﾠhim. ﾠIn ﾠMacedonia ﾠthis ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠtranslated ﾠas ﾠasking ﾠwhether ﾠI ﾠcame ﾠ
from ﾠthe ﾠ‘enemy’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠstopped ﾠreplying ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠand ﾠtold ﾠme ﾠthat ﾠ
he ﾠwould ﾠonly ﾠcontinue ﾠif ﾠI ﾠtold ﾠ‘them’ ﾠto ﾠmove ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ 140 ﾠ
Tourism ﾠ to ﾠ Albania. ﾠ  ﾠ There ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ other ﾠ comments ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ social ﾠ
character, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠhow ﾠold ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠcome ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠstill ﾠa ﾠstudent ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠ
did ﾠmy ﾠfather ﾠdo ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠcould ﾠI ﾠafford ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠstudent ﾠat ﾠsuch ﾠan ﾠage. ﾠI ﾠ
replied ﾠto ﾠall ﾠsuch ﾠcomments ﾠby ﾠfurther ﾠexplaining ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠparticipant ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠ
of ﾠ my ﾠ research, ﾠ without ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time ﾠ going ﾠ into ﾠ details. ﾠ I ﾠ recorded ﾠ all ﾠ
comments ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠforms ﾠand ﾠin ﾠmy ﾠfieldwork ﾠnotes, ﾠand ﾠI ﾠhave ﾠ
included ﾠ them ﾠ in ﾠ my ﾠ analysis. ﾠ I ﾠ took ﾠ such ﾠ comments ﾠ to ﾠ reflect ﾠ common ﾠ
understanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtopic ﾠdiscussed ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ especially ﾠ political ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ Macedonia, ﾠ see ﾠ 2.1.2) ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ
students, ﾠ student ﾠ life ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ doctoral ﾠ degrees ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ
employment ﾠmarket ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠexpressions ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities’ ﾠsocial ﾠ
lives ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠproblems ﾠthey ﾠcurrently ﾠcope ﾠwith. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠonly ﾠmale ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠchallenged ﾠme ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠ
way ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio. ﾠAlthough ﾠit ﾠis ﾠalmost ﾠas ﾠ
small ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠsmallest ﾠof ﾠmy ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠ(Delphi ﾠhas ﾠ1,474 ﾠresidents ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠ
1,110), ﾠ similar ﾠ incidents ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ occur ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ Individual ﾠ participants ﾠ
commented ﾠon ﾠhow ﾠthey ﾠliked ﾠthe ﾠquestions ﾠin ﾠmy ﾠquestionnaires, ﾠhow ﾠthey ﾠ
found ﾠit ﾠengaging ﾠand ﾠothers ﾠeven ﾠthanked ﾠme ﾠfor ﾠdoing ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠand ﾠfinally ﾠ
asking ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠopinion ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠthoughts. ﾠI ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠelaborate ﾠfurther ﾠon ﾠthis ﾠ
experience ﾠin ﾠmy ﾠfieldwork ﾠnotes ﾠand ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠit ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlight ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠanalysis. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Lack ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠexperience ﾠdid ﾠlead ﾠme ﾠto ﾠa ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠoversights. ﾠFor ﾠinstance, ﾠ
the ﾠquestion ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠasked ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠvisit ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠbut ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠ
although ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime ﾠscale ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠfor ﾠboth ﾠcases. ﾠThe ﾠquestion ﾠregarding ﾠ
the ﾠ validity ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ and ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ results, ﾠ initially ﾠ
included ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠ ﾠ 141 ﾠ
However ﾠ the ﾠ potential ﾠ for ﾠ fruitful ﾠ comparisons ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ lost ﾠ because ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ
included ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfinal ﾠsurvey ﾠthat ﾠtook ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠFinally, ﾠI ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠrealised ﾠ
that ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ confusion ﾠ among ﾠ locals ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ as ﾠ to ﾠ exactly ﾠ which ﾠ area ﾠ
constituted ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite. ﾠThis ﾠconfusion ﾠmay ﾠsometimes ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠresult ﾠ
of ﾠintentional ﾠmisinformation, ﾠas ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum, ﾠ
or ﾠthe ﾠ‘huts’ ﾠas ﾠit ﾠis ﾠoften ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocals, ﾠis ﾠcalled ﾠthe ﾠ‘archaeological ﾠ
site’ ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ church ﾠ representative ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ remove ﾠ the ﾠ ‘threat ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology’ ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠimmediate ﾠproximity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ Ascension. ﾠ In ﾠ any ﾠ case, ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ also ﾠ not ﾠ surprising ﾠ because ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Ecomuseum ﾠevokes ﾠmore ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠa ﾠvenerated ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠshould ﾠlook ﾠ
like ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠarea ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠis ﾠtaking ﾠplace, ﾠand ﾠwhich ﾠ
is ﾠoften ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ‘holes’ ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.2.3 Qualitative Research Methods 
Qualitative ﾠdata ﾠand ﾠanalysis ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠto ﾠprovide ﾠa ﾠbroader ﾠcontext ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
results ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey. ﾠI ﾠconducted ﾠ29 ﾠsemi-ﾭ‐‑structured ﾠinterviews ﾠ
with ﾠarchaeologists ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠcentral ﾠservices ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠ
Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ from ﾠ other ﾠ institutions ﾠ that ﾠ
conduct ﾠ research ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ areas ﾠ (14) ﾠ and ﾠ influential ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
communities, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ mayors ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ municipal ﾠ council, ﾠ
representatives ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ church, ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ youth ﾠ club, ﾠ research ﾠ
associations ﾠand ﾠeducational ﾠcentres ﾠ(15) ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠdetailed ﾠlist ﾠsee ﾠAppendix ﾠII). ﾠ ﾠ
All ﾠinterviews ﾠwere ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠperson ﾠexcept ﾠfor ﾠone ﾠwith ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠ
regarding ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠconducted ﾠvia ﾠemail. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcomments ﾠparticipants ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠmade ﾠwhile ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠ
interviewed ﾠ were ﾠ recorded ﾠ in ﾠ hand ﾠ notes ﾠ that ﾠ were ﾠ later ﾠ transcribed ﾠ and ﾠ
further ﾠ analysed, ﾠ while ﾠ other, ﾠ unstructured ﾠ and ﾠ informal ﾠ interviews ﾠ were ﾠ ﾠ 142 ﾠ
improvised ﾠ when ﾠ the ﾠ opportunity ﾠ arose ﾠ either ﾠ with ﾠ locals ﾠ or ﾠ among ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠThese ﾠwere ﾠrecorded ﾠin ﾠfieldwork ﾠnotes. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Extensive ﾠtextual ﾠresources ﾠof ﾠvaried ﾠprovenance ﾠwere ﾠused. ﾠPurposive ﾠarchival ﾠ
research ﾠwas ﾠcarried ﾠout ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠback ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠlocal ﾠnewspaper ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarchives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipalities ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠMakednon ﾠand ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠICOMOS ﾠDocumentation ﾠCentre ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠinscription ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠ World ﾠ Heritage ﾠ List. ﾠ The ﾠ proceedings ﾠ of ﾠ conferences ﾠ organised ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
Association ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠ
were ﾠalso ﾠresearched ﾠto ﾠdiscern ﾠhistorically ﾠstated ﾠaims ﾠand ﾠmotivations. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Newspaper ﾠ articles ﾠfrom ﾠ the ﾠ period ﾠ of ﾠ September ﾠ 2006 ﾠ to ﾠJanuary ﾠ 2011 ﾠ that ﾠ
were ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ management ﾠ and ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ
general, ﾠwere ﾠ also ﾠ used ﾠfrom ﾠ two ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ popular ﾠ daily ﾠ newspapers ﾠ in ﾠ
Greece, ﾠTo ﾠVima ﾠand ﾠKathimerini. ﾠI ﾠselected ﾠthese ﾠtwo ﾠnewspapers ﾠfor ﾠseveral ﾠ
reasons. ﾠTheir ﾠSunday ﾠeditions ﾠfeature ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfour ﾠmost ﾠpopular ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠ
throughout ﾠthe ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠmy ﾠresearch. ﾠThey ﾠspecifically ﾠemploy ﾠcorrespondents ﾠ
for ﾠarchaeological ﾠfeatures. ﾠEach ﾠone ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠcommonly ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠrepresent, ﾠ
and ﾠ therefore ﾠ address, ﾠ slightly ﾠ different ﾠ areas ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠp o l i t i c a l  ﾠs p e c t r u m ,  ﾠt h e  ﾠ
former ﾠ being ﾠ centre-ﾭ‐‑left ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ latter ﾠ centre-ﾭ‐‑right. ﾠ All ﾠinterview ﾠ transcripts, ﾠ
fieldwork ﾠ notes, ﾠ newspaper ﾠ articles ﾠ and ﾠ archival ﾠ documents ﾠ were ﾠ analysed ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNvivo ﾠsoftware ﾠpackage ﾠfor ﾠqualitative ﾠanalysis. ﾠ
 ﾠ
To ﾠgain ﾠeasier ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠand ﾠbetter ﾠrapport ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠparticipants, ﾠI ﾠdrew ﾠfrom ﾠ
my ﾠpast ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠcommunities ﾠ
as ﾠ an ﾠ undergraduate ﾠ student ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ during ﾠ three ﾠ (2000-ﾭ‐‑2) ﾠ and ﾠ two ﾠ
excavation ﾠseasons ﾠ(1996-ﾭ‐‑7) ﾠrespectively. ﾠI ﾠtherefore ﾠturned ﾠto ﾠpeople ﾠI ﾠalready ﾠ
knew, ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠworkers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠa ﾠ
research ﾠassociate ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠThey ﾠacted ﾠas ﾠmediators ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 143 ﾠ
initial ﾠstages ﾠof ﾠmy ﾠresearch ﾠand ﾠoccasionally ﾠintroduced ﾠme ﾠto ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
communities ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ thought ﾠ they ﾠ could ﾠ inform ﾠ me ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ issues ﾠ I ﾠ was ﾠ
concerned ﾠwith. ﾠI ﾠhad ﾠno ﾠprior ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠa ﾠvisitor. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠgood ﾠexcuse ﾠfor ﾠme ﾠto ﾠsocialise ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
communities, ﾠto ﾠwalk ﾠaround ﾠand ﾠto ﾠtalk ﾠto ﾠpeople. ﾠMy ﾠovert ﾠpresence ﾠhelped ﾠ
me ﾠgain ﾠa ﾠbetter ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠsituation ﾠin ﾠmany ﾠways; ﾠit ﾠallowed ﾠme ﾠ
to ﾠask ﾠmore ﾠstraightforward ﾠquestions ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠI ﾠ
met ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠcould ﾠcontribute ﾠin ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠways ﾠin ﾠmy ﾠresearch ﾠ(more ﾠ
about ﾠthis ﾠbelow). ﾠI ﾠalso ﾠrealised ﾠthat ﾠmany ﾠpeople ﾠwere ﾠrelieved ﾠto ﾠfind ﾠme ﾠ
around ﾠand ﾠtalk ﾠto ﾠme. ﾠThey ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠoften ﾠwant ﾠto ﾠtalk ﾠto ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
but ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠnever ﾠaround ﾠto ﾠlisten ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠcomplaints. ﾠMore ﾠ
specifically, ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ often ﾠ complained ﾠ that ﾠ for ﾠ so ﾠ many ﾠ years ﾠ
nobody ﾠhad ﾠasked ﾠthem ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠthink ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
I ﾠalso ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠadvantage ﾠof ﾠspecial ﾠopportunities ﾠfor ﾠobservation, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠ church ﾠ fair ﾠ on ﾠ Ascension ﾠ Day ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ Although ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ in ﾠ my ﾠ
original ﾠ research ﾠ plans ﾠ to ﾠ attend ﾠ the ﾠ celebrations, ﾠ because ﾠ many ﾠ survey ﾠ
participants ﾠhad ﾠbrought ﾠthem ﾠup ﾠas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpoints ﾠof ﾠtension ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠspecifically, ﾠthe ﾠchurch, ﾠI ﾠ
travelled ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠday ﾠto ﾠattend ﾠthe ﾠfestivities ﾠand ﾠappreciate ﾠthe ﾠsize ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
importance ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠevent ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠon ﾠeach ﾠsite ﾠI ﾠhad ﾠthe ﾠfeeling ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠhad ﾠgained ﾠ
adequate ﾠrapport ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠcommunities, ﾠthe ﾠcool ﾠreception ﾠI ﾠreceived ﾠwhen ﾠI ﾠ
briefly ﾠ visited ﾠ them ﾠ again, ﾠ helped ﾠ me ﾠ realise ﾠ that ﾠ I ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ conducting ﾠ an ﾠ
anthropological ﾠresearch ﾠproject. ﾠHaving ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠalso ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠemphasise ﾠthe ﾠ
fact ﾠthat ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠto ﾠa ﾠdegree ﾠof ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠother ﾠcommunities ﾠ
are ﾠsmall ﾠin ﾠsize. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠpossible ﾠto ﾠwalk ﾠdown ﾠall ﾠtheir ﾠstreets ﾠwithin ﾠan ﾠhour, ﾠfor ﾠ ﾠ 144 ﾠ
instance. ﾠThis ﾠmeant ﾠthat ﾠmy ﾠpresence ﾠwas ﾠnoticed ﾠvery ﾠquickly ﾠand ﾠwithin ﾠa ﾠ
very ﾠshort ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠlocals ﾠgot ﾠused ﾠto ﾠme ﾠand ﾠeventually ﾠstopped ﾠto ﾠchat ﾠ
to ﾠme ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmatter ﾠof ﾠcourse. ﾠThis ﾠalso ﾠincreased ﾠthe ﾠopportunities ﾠto ﾠmeet ﾠpeople ﾠ
who ﾠcould ﾠcontribute ﾠin ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠways, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠcurrent ﾠand ﾠex ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠadministration. ﾠKrenides ﾠis ﾠlarger ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsettlements ﾠand ﾠ
although ﾠI ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠconfine ﾠmy ﾠpresence ﾠto ﾠits ﾠcentre ﾠonly, ﾠmost ﾠpeople ﾠthere ﾠ
also ﾠbecame ﾠfamiliar ﾠwith ﾠmy ﾠpresence ﾠvery ﾠquickly. ﾠThere ﾠtoo, ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠrelatively ﾠ
easy ﾠto ﾠcome ﾠacross ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠcould ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠmy ﾠresearch ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠ
personal ﾠexperience, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠemployees ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠ
who ﾠwere ﾠaffected ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠmanagement ﾠpolicies ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry. ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.3. Limitations of the Methodology 
None ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠchoices ﾠinherent ﾠin ﾠan ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠdata ﾠgathering ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠresearch ﾠ
project ﾠ come ﾠ without ﾠ consequences. ﾠ All ﾠ come ﾠ with ﾠ issues ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ identified, ﾠ
realised ﾠand ﾠaddressed. ﾠThese ﾠissues ﾠare ﾠaccentuated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠconstraints ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠ
and ﾠresearch ﾠexperience ﾠinherent ﾠin ﾠany ﾠdoctoral ﾠresearch ﾠproject. ﾠIt ﾠmay ﾠwell, ﾠ
for ﾠexample, ﾠhave ﾠincreased ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠdetail ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠanalysis ﾠto ﾠinclude ﾠdouble ﾠ
the ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurveys ﾠundertaken ﾠin ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠ
study, ﾠ and ﾠ interviewing ﾠ even ﾠ more ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ or ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwould ﾠhave ﾠenabled ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠrefined ﾠanalysis ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠopinions. ﾠIn ﾠ
the ﾠend, ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠreplications ﾠof ﾠfindings, ﾠliteral ﾠor ﾠtheoretical, ﾠthe ﾠgreater ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠ
certainty ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinferences. ﾠHad ﾠI ﾠrealised ﾠsooner ﾠthe ﾠconfusion ﾠbetween ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠI ﾠwould ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠable ﾠto ﾠ
further ﾠexplore ﾠthe ﾠorigins ﾠof ﾠthat ﾠconfusion, ﾠand ﾠwhether ﾠit ﾠis ﾠintentional ﾠor ﾠ
not. ﾠHowever, ﾠI ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠtotal ﾠdata ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠcollected ﾠwas ﾠsufficient ﾠfor ﾠ
formulating ﾠ robust ﾠ theoretical ﾠ propositions ﾠ and ﾠ for ﾠ sufficient ﾠ instances ﾠ of ﾠ
replication ﾠof ﾠfinds ﾠso ﾠas ﾠto ﾠmeaningfully ﾠinform ﾠsomeone ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠphenomena ﾠ
under ﾠstudy ﾠand ﾠindicate ﾠpromising ﾠareas ﾠfor ﾠfuture ﾠresearch. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 145 ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.4 My Approach 
Finally, ﾠI ﾠtook ﾠa ﾠreflective ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠmy ﾠown ﾠresearch. ﾠI ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠconstantly ﾠ
aware ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠmy ﾠdata ﾠwere ﾠand ﾠwhere ﾠthey ﾠcame ﾠfrom ﾠand ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠand ﾠ
interpret ﾠeven ﾠmy ﾠown ﾠexperience. ﾠI ﾠacknowledge ﾠthat ﾠmy ﾠown ﾠpreconceptions ﾠ
were ﾠcrucial ﾠto ﾠmy ﾠinferences, ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠmy ﾠstudy ﾠand ﾠto ﾠmy ﾠappreciation ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠsituation ﾠI ﾠam ﾠstudying. ﾠAt ﾠno ﾠpoint ﾠduring ﾠmy ﾠresearch ﾠdid ﾠI ﾠhide ﾠthe ﾠ
fact ﾠthat ﾠI ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠspecialisation ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology, ﾠwho ﾠ
had ﾠbeen ﾠtrained ﾠwithin ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
3.5 Presentation of Data 
All ﾠinterviews ﾠwere ﾠconducted ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠwritten ﾠconsent ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinterviewees. ﾠ
The ﾠparticipants’ ﾠpersonal ﾠdata ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠretained ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠprovisions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
UK ﾠ Data ﾠ Protection ﾠ Act. ﾠ Only ﾠ features ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ analysis ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ
disclosed. ﾠConcealment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
was ﾠ rejected ﾠ because ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ deemed ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ would ﾠ compromise ﾠ the ﾠ analytic ﾠ
potential ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠby ﾠrendering ﾠunusable ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠfeatures. ﾠIn ﾠ
the ﾠend, ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠa ﾠstudy ﾠof ﾠindividuals ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠthemselves. ﾠIts ﾠaim ﾠ
is ﾠto ﾠdiscuss ﾠinferences ﾠthat ﾠcan ﾠlead ﾠto ﾠtheoretical ﾠpropositions ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
 ﾠ
All ﾠresearch ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠproject ﾠwas ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠand ﾠall ﾠdata ﾠwere ﾠcollected ﾠ
in ﾠ Greek, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ exception ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ questionnaire ﾠ of ﾠ one ﾠ English-ﾭ‐‑speaking ﾠ
participant. ﾠ In-ﾭ‐‑depth ﾠ interviews ﾠ were ﾠ transcribed ﾠ in ﾠ Greek. ﾠ A ﾠ further ﾠ
translation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtranscripts ﾠto ﾠEnglish ﾠwas ﾠdeemed ﾠunnecessary ﾠand ﾠtoo ﾠtime-ﾭ‐‑
consuming ﾠwith ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠscope ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject. ﾠWherever ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠdeemed ﾠ
necessary ﾠto ﾠquote ﾠan ﾠinterviewee, ﾠI ﾠam ﾠsolely ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠtranslation. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 146 ﾠ
Wherever ﾠGreek ﾠwords ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠtransliterated ﾠto ﾠEnglish, ﾠI ﾠam ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠtransliteration ﾠand ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproblems ﾠsurrounding ﾠit. ﾠI ﾠhave ﾠtaken ﾠall ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠpictures ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠunless ﾠotherwise ﾠstated. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ 147 ﾠ
CHAPTER FOUR. CASE STUDIES  
4.1 Case Study 1: The Archaeological Site of Philippi and 
the local community of Krenides, Kavala in north-eastern 
Greece 
4.1.1 Introduction  
The ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ is ﾠ located ﾠ in ﾠ north-ﾭ‐‑eastern ﾠ Greece, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
eastern ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠ(plate ﾠ1, ﾠAppendix ﾠV), ﾠin ﾠa ﾠvalley ﾠsurrounded ﾠby ﾠ
Mounts ﾠ Paggeon ﾠ (west), ﾠ Orvilos ﾠ and ﾠ Falakron ﾠ (north), ﾠ Lekani ﾠ (east) ﾠ and ﾠ
Symvolon ﾠ(south). ﾠIt ﾠlies ﾠ16 ﾠkm ﾠaway ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠKavala ﾠand ﾠ21 ﾠkm ﾠfrom ﾠ
that ﾠof ﾠDrama. ﾠKrenides ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠclosest ﾠmodern ﾠsettlement ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site; ﾠit ﾠlies ﾠright ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠeastern ﾠcity ﾠwalls ﾠand ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeastern ﾠ
cemetery ﾠ(plate ﾠ2). ﾠA ﾠsmaller ﾠvillage, ﾠLydia, ﾠlies ﾠfurther ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠwest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠ
on ﾠ the ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ western ﾠ cemetery. ﾠK r e n i d e s  ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ
included ﾠ in ﾠ this ﾠ research ﾠ project ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ immediate ﾠ proximity ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠPhilippi. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠnational ﾠroad ﾠthat ﾠlinks ﾠthe ﾠcities ﾠof ﾠKavala ﾠand ﾠDrama ﾠused ﾠto ﾠrun ﾠthrough ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠsettlements ﾠ(plate ﾠ5). ﾠIn ﾠ2008 ﾠ
a ﾠdiversion ﾠwas ﾠconstructed ﾠaround ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠvisitors ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠcross ﾠ
the ﾠ modern ﾠ settlements ﾠ anymore. ﾠ The ﾠ diversion ﾠ has ﾠ caused ﾠ great ﾠ
disappointment ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠresidents ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠwho ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠbusinesses ﾠ
that ﾠused ﾠto ﾠbenefit ﾠfrom ﾠpassers-ﾭ‐‑by ﾠlost ﾠcustomers. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠbeen ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠ
a ﾠ frontier ﾠ that ﾠ cuts ﾠ their ﾠ community’s ﾠ economy ﾠ off ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ benefit ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
thousands ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Krenides ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠcapital ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠuntil ﾠ31 ﾠDecember ﾠ2010. ﾠ
Since ﾠ 1 ﾠ January ﾠ 2011 ﾠ the ﾠ former ﾠ municipality ﾠ is ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Municipality ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ 148 ﾠ
Kavala. ﾠKrenides ﾠhas ﾠ3,323 ﾠresidents, ﾠalmost ﾠa ﾠthird ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtotal ﾠpopulation ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ former ﾠ municipality ﾠ (Hellenic ﾠ Statistical ﾠ Authority ﾠ 2011a). ﾠ The ﾠ area’s ﾠ
residents ﾠare ﾠGreek, ﾠeither ﾠnative ﾠor ﾠrefugees ﾠfrom ﾠEastern ﾠThrace, ﾠPontos ﾠand ﾠ
Asia ﾠMinor, ﾠwho ﾠmigrated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠpopulation ﾠexchanges ﾠafter ﾠ
the ﾠLausanne ﾠTreaty ﾠbetween ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠTurkey ﾠ(1923) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsettlement ﾠof ﾠ
almost ﾠ1,200,000 ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠa ﾠcountry ﾠof ﾠapproximately ﾠ5,500,000 ﾠ(Kontogiorgi ﾠ
2006: ﾠ282). ﾠSince ﾠthen ﾠpopulations ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠSoviet ﾠUnion ﾠand ﾠother ﾠEast-ﾭ‐‑
European ﾠ countries ﾠ have ﾠ also ﾠ moved ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ newly ﾠ founded ﾠ
settlements ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠeconomy ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠis ﾠpredominantly ﾠagricultural. ﾠThe ﾠPhilippi ﾠmarshes ﾠ
were ﾠdrained ﾠto ﾠaccommodate ﾠthe ﾠagricultural ﾠactivities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrefugees ﾠso ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ country’s ﾠeconomy ﾠafter ﾠ1923. ﾠToday ﾠone ﾠthird ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
former ﾠmunicipality’s ﾠsurface ﾠis ﾠarable ﾠland. ﾠThe ﾠmain ﾠproducts ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠare ﾠ
maize, ﾠwheat, ﾠbeet ﾠand ﾠcotton. ﾠThere ﾠare ﾠapproximately ﾠ1,378 ﾠcultivated ﾠfields ﾠ
and ﾠ approximately ﾠ 2,000-ﾭ‐‑2,200 ﾠ field ﾠ owners ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ whole ﾠ municipality. ﾠ
However ﾠ the ﾠ average ﾠ age ﾠ of ﾠ farmers ﾠ varies ﾠ between ﾠ 50 ﾠ and ﾠ 65 ﾠ years, ﾠ an ﾠ
alarming ﾠindication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠyoung ﾠpeople ﾠare ﾠno ﾠlonger ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠwork ﾠ
in ﾠagriculture. ﾠThe ﾠsmall ﾠsize ﾠof ﾠfields ﾠand ﾠmultiple ﾠownerships ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠfavour ﾠ
profitable ﾠbusiness ﾠeither ﾠ(Municipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Livestock ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠsource ﾠof ﾠincome ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠwhich ﾠactually ﾠpossesses ﾠ
25% ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlivestock ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠprefecture. ﾠIt ﾠconsists ﾠmainly ﾠof ﾠsheep ﾠand ﾠ
goats, ﾠhens, ﾠpigs ﾠand ﾠcattle. ﾠTheir ﾠmain ﾠproducts ﾠinclude ﾠmeat, ﾠmilk ﾠand ﾠeggs ﾠ
(Municipality ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ 2011). ﾠ There ﾠ are ﾠ also ﾠ 40 ﾠ manufacturing ﾠu n i t s  ﾠi n  ﾠ
operation. ﾠTheir ﾠbusiness ﾠfocuses ﾠon ﾠdairy ﾠproducts, ﾠcarpentry, ﾠmarble, ﾠlinen ﾠ
and ﾠclothing. ﾠFinally, ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠservices ﾠsector ﾠis ﾠcurrently ﾠunderdeveloped: ﾠ
two ﾠ small ﾠ hotels ﾠ and ﾠ an ﾠ organised ﾠ camping ﾠ site ﾠ operate ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ
capacity ﾠof ﾠ287 ﾠguests ﾠaltogether ﾠ(Municipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ2011). ﾠOverall ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ 149 ﾠ
area ﾠis ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠagricultural ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠ
municipality, ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ which ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ semi-ﾭ‐‑urban ﾠ town ﾠ (Hellenic ﾠ Statistical ﾠ
Authority ﾠ2011a). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Philippi ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠknown ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠdrama ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠ
taking ﾠplace ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠtheatre ﾠsince ﾠ1957 ﾠ(plate ﾠ6). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠthus ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠ
oldest ﾠsuch ﾠfestival ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠinitiated ﾠonly ﾠtwo ﾠyeas ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠofficial ﾠopening ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠof ﾠEpidavros. ﾠIts ﾠimpact ﾠin ﾠnorthern ﾠGreece, ﾠespecially ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠ
early ﾠyears, ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠimmense. ﾠThe ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠfounding ﾠthe ﾠNational ﾠTheatre ﾠof ﾠ
Northern ﾠ Greece, ﾠ the ﾠ second ﾠ biggest ﾠ national ﾠ theatre ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ country, ﾠ was ﾠ
formed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlate ﾠ1950s. ﾠSeminal ﾠfigures ﾠof ﾠinternational ﾠ
theatre ﾠhave ﾠdirected ﾠand ﾠperformed ﾠin ﾠPhilippi; ﾠthese ﾠhave ﾠincluded ﾠLoukas ﾠ
Karantinos, ﾠ Dimitris ﾠ Rontiris, ﾠ Karolos ﾠ Koun, ﾠ Melina ﾠ Merkouri, ﾠ Minos ﾠ
Volanakis ﾠ and ﾠ Anna ﾠ Synodinou. ﾠ The ﾠ contribution ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival ﾠ
towards ﾠthe ﾠreinstitution ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠmonument ﾠin ﾠcontemporary ﾠsocial ﾠlife, ﾠ
the ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcross-ﾭ‐‑generational ﾠaudience ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
special ﾠlocal ﾠidentity ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠimmense ﾠand ﾠundeniable ﾠ(Mamali ﾠ2007). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ area ﾠ is ﾠ also ﾠ known ﾠ for ﾠ its ﾠ medicinal ﾠ mud ﾠ baths, ﾠ a ﾠ resource ﾠ with ﾠ great ﾠ
development ﾠpotential. ﾠThe ﾠproperties ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmud ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠknown ﾠ
since ﾠ at ﾠ least ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ century. ﾠ In ﾠ 1996 ﾠ the ﾠ Central ﾠ Health ﾠ
Council ﾠ declared ﾠ the ﾠ mud ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ water ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ medicinal. ﾠ The ﾠ Municipal ﾠ
Enterprise ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMudbaths ﾠemploys ﾠ14 ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠstaff ﾠand ﾠapart ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
mud ﾠbath ﾠtreatment, ﾠaccommodation ﾠand ﾠtreatment ﾠproducts ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠavailable ﾠ
for ﾠ sale ﾠ on ﾠ site. ﾠ Currently ﾠ approximately ﾠ 7,000 ﾠ bathers ﾠ visit ﾠ Krenides ﾠ every ﾠ
summer ﾠ(Municipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠmunicipality ﾠsupports ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.5). ﾠIts ﾠoperation ﾠaims ﾠat ﾠ
educating ﾠ primary ﾠ and ﾠ secondary ﾠ school ﾠ teachers ﾠ and ﾠ students ﾠ on ﾠ natural, ﾠ ﾠ 150 ﾠ
cultural ﾠand ﾠany ﾠother ﾠenvironmental ﾠissues ﾠand ﾠthrough ﾠthem, ﾠat ﾠinforming ﾠ
and ﾠraising ﾠawareness ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠgeneral ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠThe ﾠeducational ﾠ
programmes ﾠWith ﾠPheidias ﾠthe ﾠSnake ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠAncient ﾠForum ﾠand ﾠEcological ﾠSMSs ﾠ
from ﾠ the ﾠ Ancient ﾠ Forum ﾠ were ﾠ situated ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ Roman ﾠ Forum ﾠo f  ﾠP h i l i p p i  ﾠ
(Environmental ﾠEducation ﾠCentre ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠ2010). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Municipality ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ cultural ﾠ associations ﾠ founded ﾠ the ﾠ
Hellenic ﾠ Rock ﾠ Art ﾠ Centre ﾠ (HERAC) ﾠ in ﾠ 2003. ﾠ HERAC ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ legal ﾠ entity ﾠ under ﾠ
private ﾠ law, ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑governmental ﾠ and ﾠ not-ﾭ‐‑for-ﾭ‐‑profit. ﾠ Its ﾠ mission ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ
documentation, ﾠpresentation, ﾠpromotion, ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠpopularisation ﾠof ﾠrock ﾠ
art ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ country ﾠ and ﾠ also ﾠ internationally. ﾠ HERAC ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ party ﾠ
member ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠInternational ﾠFederation ﾠof ﾠRock ﾠArt ﾠOrganisations ﾠ(IFRAO), ﾠthe ﾠ
Comité ﾠInternational ﾠde ﾠl’ ﾠArt ﾠRupestre ﾠ(CAR-ﾭ‐‑ICOMOS) ﾠand ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
European ﾠForum ﾠof ﾠHeritage ﾠAssociations. ﾠSince ﾠits ﾠfoundation ﾠthe ﾠCentre ﾠhas ﾠ
organised ﾠ an ﾠ international ﾠ conference ﾠ and ﾠ two ﾠ international ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ in ﾠ
relation ﾠto ﾠrock ﾠart, ﾠthrough ﾠinternational ﾠcollaboration ﾠand ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠauspices ﾠ
of ﾠUNESCO. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠrun ﾠsummer ﾠschools ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠforeign ﾠ
universities ﾠ(Representative ﾠof ﾠHERAC, ﾠpers. ﾠcomm.). ﾠThese ﾠevents ﾠprompted ﾠ
the ﾠformer ﾠmunicipality ﾠto ﾠclaim ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠto ﾠ
promote ﾠ the ﾠ nomination ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ for ﾠ World ﾠ
Heritage ﾠstatus ﾠ(Representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration, ﾠpers. ﾠcomm.). ﾠSince ﾠ
2006, ﾠHERAC ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠin ﾠan ﾠadministrative ﾠlimbo ﾠas ﾠnegotiations ﾠamong ﾠits ﾠ
founding ﾠbodies ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠcomposition ﾠof ﾠits ﾠmanagement ﾠboard ﾠare ﾠstill ﾠ
on ﾠgoing. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠDiocese ﾠof ﾠPhilippi, ﾠNeapolis ﾠand ﾠThasos ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠimportant ﾠagent ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
area. ﾠThe ﾠDiocese ﾠmaintains ﾠan ﾠimportant ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠChristian ﾠ
church ﾠbecause ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠis ﾠbelieved ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠChristian ﾠchurch ﾠ
Saint ﾠ Paul ﾠ founded ﾠ in ﾠ Europe. ﾠ Furthermore ﾠ the ﾠ Saint ﾠ is ﾠ believed ﾠ to ﾠ have ﾠ ﾠ 151 ﾠ
maintained ﾠ excellent ﾠ relations ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Philippians ﾠ during ﾠ his ﾠlifetime, ﾠ as ﾠis ﾠ
described ﾠin ﾠhis ﾠEpistle ﾠto ﾠthem. ﾠFinally ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠChristian ﾠhagiology ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠcanonisation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠwoman ﾠin ﾠEurope ﾠ
believed ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠbaptised ﾠChristian, ﾠLydia ﾠfrom ﾠPhilippi. ﾠTo ﾠmaintain ﾠthe ﾠ
Christian ﾠ tradition ﾠ alive, ﾠ the ﾠ Diocese ﾠ founded ﾠ the ﾠ Baptistry ﾠ of ﾠ Saint ﾠ Lydia ﾠ
(1974) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠCentre ﾠfor ﾠStudies ﾠon ﾠSaint ﾠPaul ﾠ(2008) ﾠ(plate ﾠ7) ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠriverbank ﾠ
of ﾠZygaktes, ﾠwhere ﾠhe ﾠis ﾠbelieved ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠbaptised ﾠLydia. ﾠAn ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑air ﾠbaptistry ﾠ
was ﾠalso ﾠconstructed ﾠthere, ﾠwhere ﾠtens ﾠof ﾠadults ﾠare ﾠbaptised ﾠevery ﾠyear. ﾠEvery ﾠ
year ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠevening ﾠof ﾠ29 ﾠJune ﾠa ﾠfestive ﾠevening ﾠservice, ﾠa ﾠvigil, ﾠtakes ﾠplace ﾠat ﾠ
the ﾠruins ﾠof ﾠBasilica ﾠB ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠcommemoration ﾠof ﾠSaint ﾠ
Paul’s ﾠ imprisonment ﾠ during ﾠ his ﾠ first ﾠ stay ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi. ﾠ The ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ
Christianity ﾠfurther ﾠcontributes ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpopularity ﾠof ﾠPhilippi. ﾠThe ﾠDiocese ﾠholds ﾠ
a ﾠprominent ﾠposition ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠreligious ﾠtourism ﾠnetwork ﾠ‘In ﾠthe ﾠfootsteps ﾠof ﾠSaint ﾠ
Paul’. ﾠThe ﾠmonument ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠspot ﾠwhere ﾠSaint ﾠPaul ﾠis ﾠbelieved ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠlanded ﾠin ﾠ
Neapolis, ﾠtoday’s ﾠKavala, ﾠmarks ﾠthe ﾠstarting ﾠpoint ﾠof ﾠa ﾠroute ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠmainland, ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠstop ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠPhilippi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
4.1.2 History and Archaeology  
Philippi ﾠwas ﾠoriginally ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠ359 ﾠBC ﾠby ﾠThasian ﾠcolonists ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠ
a ﾠwetland, ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠport-ﾭ‐‑colony ﾠof ﾠNeapolis ﾠ(modern ﾠKavala), ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
advantageous ﾠ exploitation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ rich ﾠ gold ﾠ deposits ﾠ of ﾠ Mount ﾠ Paggeon ﾠ
(Hammond ﾠ and ﾠ Griffith ﾠ 1979: ﾠ 187, ﾠ 235). ﾠ The ﾠ marshes ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ gold ﾠ deposits ﾠ
have ﾠdetermined ﾠthe ﾠcity’s ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠdevelopment ﾠever ﾠsince. ﾠIn ﾠ356 ﾠBC, ﾠthe ﾠ
city ﾠappealed ﾠto ﾠPhilip ﾠII, ﾠKing ﾠof ﾠMacedon ﾠand ﾠfather ﾠof ﾠAlexander ﾠthe ﾠGreat, ﾠ
for ﾠprotection ﾠagainst ﾠimminent ﾠThracian ﾠattacks. ﾠPhilip ﾠeventually ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑founded ﾠ
the ﾠcity; ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠone ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠworld ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠgiven ﾠhis ﾠname ﾠ(idem: ﾠ246-ﾭ‐‑7, ﾠ249, ﾠ
360, ﾠ558, ﾠ659-ﾭ‐‑60). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Of ﾠthe ﾠfew ﾠfacts ﾠknown ﾠabout ﾠthis ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcity’s ﾠlife ﾠone ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠdramatic ﾠ
change ﾠof ﾠits ﾠnatural ﾠenvironment; ﾠPhilip ﾠinitiated ﾠdrainage ﾠand ﾠreclamation ﾠ
works ﾠto ﾠturn ﾠthe ﾠmarshy ﾠforest ﾠin ﾠfertile ﾠagricultural ﾠland. ﾠHe ﾠalso ﾠincreased ﾠ
the ﾠoutput ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠgold ﾠmines ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠPaggeon ﾠand ﾠamassed ﾠcapital ﾠwealth ﾠto ﾠ
strengthen ﾠ even ﾠ more ﾠ the ﾠ position ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Kingdom ﾠ against ﾠ its ﾠ enemies ﾠ
(Hammond ﾠ1972: ﾠ149, ﾠ659-ﾭ‐‑60, ﾠ662). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Later, ﾠ when ﾠ the ﾠ Romans ﾠ conquered ﾠ Macedonia, ﾠ the ﾠ neighbouring ﾠ city ﾠ of ﾠ
Amphipolis ﾠ took ﾠ the ﾠ lead. ﾠ The ﾠ political ﾠ future ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Roman ﾠ Empire ﾠ was ﾠ
determined ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠbattle ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠin ﾠ42 ﾠBC, ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠRepublicans ﾠBrutus ﾠand ﾠ
Cassius ﾠconfronted ﾠMark ﾠAnthony ﾠand ﾠOctavian. ﾠAfter ﾠthe ﾠdominance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
latter, ﾠthe ﾠAntoni ﾠIussu ﾠColonia ﾠVictrix ﾠPhilippensium ﾠwas ﾠestablished. ﾠOctavian, ﾠ
after ﾠhis ﾠvictory ﾠin ﾠAction ﾠ(30 ﾠBC), ﾠinstalled ﾠmore ﾠcolonists ﾠand ﾠestablished ﾠthe ﾠ
Colonia ﾠAugusta ﾠIulia ﾠPhilippensis. ﾠThe ﾠcolony ﾠincluded ﾠmany ﾠrural ﾠsettlements. ﾠ
However ﾠresearch ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠdetermined ﾠits ﾠgeographical ﾠextent, ﾠits ﾠpolitical ﾠ
status ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠstatus ﾠof ﾠits ﾠsettlements ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠinhabitants ﾠ(Papazoglou ﾠ1988: ﾠ
407-ﾭ‐‑13). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠlater ﾠimperial ﾠperiod ﾠPhilippi ﾠremained ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠcities ﾠ
of ﾠMacedonia, ﾠbelonging ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprovince ﾠof ﾠMacedonia ﾠPrima. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠcentury ﾠ
AD ﾠSaint ﾠPaul ﾠpaid ﾠtwo ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠPhilippi ﾠ(Gounaris ﾠand ﾠGounari ﾠ2004: ﾠ17-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠ
Philippi ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠsuffer ﾠmuch ﾠfrom ﾠGoths’ ﾠattacks. ﾠAfter ﾠthe ﾠsevere ﾠdestruction ﾠ
caused ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠAvars ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠreign ﾠof ﾠHerakleios, ﾠlife ﾠalmost ﾠdisappeared ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ city ﾠ (c. ﾠ AD ﾠ 606/607). ﾠ Until ﾠ the ﾠ fourteenth ﾠ century ﾠ a ﾠ small ﾠ settlement ﾠ
continued ﾠto ﾠlive ﾠon ﾠits ﾠruins ﾠ(Papazoglou ﾠ1988: ﾠ413). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
After ﾠ the ﾠ fourteenth ﾠ century ﾠ the ﾠ city ﾠ was ﾠ abandoned. ﾠ Evliyia ﾠ Celembi, ﾠ an ﾠ
Ottoman ﾠ traveller ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ seventeenth ﾠ century, ﾠ described ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ small ﾠ
fortress, ﾠ round ﾠ and ﾠ low, ﾠ built ﾠ with ﾠ white ﾠ marble ﾠ and ﾠ surrounded ﾠ by ﾠ a ﾠ big ﾠ ﾠ 153 ﾠ
village ﾠof ﾠ70-ﾭ‐‑80 ﾠhouses, ﾠalso ﾠbuilt ﾠwith ﾠwhite ﾠmarble ﾠand ﾠwith ﾠschist ﾠslab ﾠroofs. ﾠ
Around ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ he ﾠ reported ﾠ thousands ﾠ of ﾠ sarcophagi ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ antiquities ﾠ
(Celembi ﾠ 1991 ﾠ (1928): ﾠ 70). ﾠ Paul ﾠ Lucas, ﾠ a ﾠ French ﾠ merchant, ﾠ traveller ﾠ and ﾠ
antiquary ﾠto ﾠLouis ﾠXIV, ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠas ﾠconsisting ﾠof ﾠa ﾠbig ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠ
buildings ﾠhalf-ﾭ‐‑built ﾠand ﾠamong ﾠthem ﾠobvious ﾠbeautiful ﾠtemples ﾠentirely ﾠbuilt ﾠ
with ﾠ white ﾠ marble ﾠ and ﾠ superb ﾠ palaces, ﾠ the ﾠ ruins ﾠ of ﾠ which ﾠ still ﾠ give ﾠ a ﾠ good ﾠ
impression ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠarchitecture ﾠand ﾠmany ﾠmore ﾠmonuments ﾠworthy ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
magnificence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonarchs ﾠwho ﾠreigned ﾠthere ﾠ(Heuzey ﾠand ﾠDaumet ﾠ1876: ﾠ9). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠincludes ﾠmonuments ﾠthat ﾠrepresent ﾠdifferent ﾠperiods ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠancient ﾠcity’s ﾠlife. ﾠThe ﾠcity ﾠwalls ﾠare ﾠdated ﾠback ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠHellenistic ﾠperiod ﾠ
along ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠacropolis ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtheatre ﾠ(plate ﾠ8). ﾠThe ﾠForum, ﾠdated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠ
and ﾠsecond ﾠcenturies ﾠAD, ﾠconsists ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsquare ﾠsurrounded ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠtribunal ﾠfor ﾠ
public ﾠ speeches, ﾠ honorary ﾠ monuments, ﾠ a ﾠ monumental ﾠ fountain, ﾠ a ﾠ temple ﾠ
possibly ﾠ to ﾠ honour ﾠ the ﾠ Emperor ﾠ and ﾠ Rome, ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ library, ﾠ shops, ﾠ the ﾠ
Tabularium, ﾠthe ﾠCuria ﾠand ﾠa ﾠRoman ﾠBasilica, ﾠprobably ﾠthe ﾠcourt ﾠhouse ﾠ(plate ﾠ9, ﾠ
Gounaris ﾠand ﾠGounari ﾠ2004: ﾠ21-ﾭ‐‑30, ﾠ47-ﾭ‐‑50). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Four ﾠBasilicas ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠexcavated ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠso ﾠfar; ﾠBasilica ﾠA ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠfoothill ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠacropolis ﾠ(c. ﾠAD ﾠ500), ﾠBasilica ﾠB ﾠsouth ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠRoman ﾠForum ﾠ(middle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
sixth ﾠcentury ﾠAD, ﾠplate ﾠ11), ﾠBasilica ﾠC ﾠsituated ﾠwest ﾠof ﾠBasilica ﾠA ﾠ(first ﾠquarter ﾠ
of ﾠsixth ﾠcentury ﾠAD) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠextra-ﾭ‐‑mural ﾠBasilica, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcentre ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠ
(beginning ﾠof ﾠfourth ﾠcentury ﾠAD, ﾠplate ﾠ12, ﾠGounaris ﾠand ﾠGounari ﾠ2004: ﾠ39-ﾭ‐‑44, ﾠ
51-ﾭ‐‑6, ﾠ89-ﾭ‐‑91, ﾠ101-ﾭ‐‑4). ﾠThe ﾠOctagon ﾠTemple ﾠcomplex ﾠ(c. ﾠAD ﾠ400, ﾠplate ﾠ10) ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
eastern ﾠside ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠForum ﾠoccupies ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠan ﾠolder ﾠtemple ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠ
century ﾠAD. ﾠThe ﾠremains ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠcalled ﾠ‘Bishop’s ﾠResidence’ ﾠare ﾠnow ﾠbelieved ﾠto ﾠ
belong ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ hostel. ﾠ Public ﾠ baths ﾠ are ﾠ situated ﾠ north ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Octagon ﾠ Temple ﾠ
complex ﾠ(c. ﾠ30 ﾠBC, ﾠGounaris ﾠand ﾠGounari ﾠ2004: ﾠ66-ﾭ‐‑88). ﾠThe ﾠcurrent ﾠcondition ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠremains ﾠis ﾠrelatively ﾠgood. ﾠThe ﾠstanding ﾠwalls ﾠof ﾠBasilicas ﾠA ﾠ ﾠ 154 ﾠ
and ﾠ B ﾠ contribute ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ extremely ﾠ high ﾠ visibility. ﾠ Parts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ have ﾠ
undergone ﾠextensive ﾠconservation ﾠwhile ﾠothers ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠleft ﾠuntouched. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠ
cultural ﾠresource ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠThe ﾠprehistoric ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDikili ﾠTash ﾠ(sixth ﾠto ﾠsecond ﾠ
millennium ﾠBC), ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbiggest ﾠprehistoric ﾠtells ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠBalkans, ﾠlies ﾠeast ﾠof ﾠ
Krenides. ﾠSo ﾠfar ﾠresearch ﾠhas ﾠrevealed ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠchronological ﾠperiods ﾠ
between ﾠeastern ﾠMacedonia ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠAegean ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠorganisation, ﾠfunction, ﾠand ﾠ
use ﾠof ﾠmaterials ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠresidential ﾠstrata. ﾠThe ﾠinvestigation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠis ﾠ
ongoing ﾠand ﾠis ﾠof ﾠhuge ﾠimportance ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠin ﾠ
Macedonia ﾠand ﾠby ﾠextension ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠBalkans ﾠand ﾠits ﾠrelations ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Aegean ﾠ(France ﾠDiplomatie ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfield ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠbattle ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠtook ﾠplace ﾠ(42 ﾠBC) ﾠextends ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsouth ﾠ
and ﾠsouthwest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠcity. ﾠTwo ﾠtells ﾠmark ﾠit ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
plain. ﾠ Photogrammetry ﾠ surveys ﾠ were ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ plain ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ to ﾠ
complete ﾠand ﾠupdate ﾠthe ﾠcartographic ﾠarchive ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠtraces ﾠ
of ﾠ events ﾠ or ﾠ constructions ﾠ mentioned ﾠ in ﾠ historical ﾠ sources ﾠ but ﾠ not ﾠ identified ﾠ
outside ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠwalls. ﾠThese ﾠsurveys ﾠidentified ﾠa ﾠconstruction ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtop ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
northern ﾠtell, ﾠramparts ﾠinterpreted ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠdefensive ﾠworks ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠRepublicans ﾠ
and ﾠmore ﾠtraces ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvia ﾠEgnatia ﾠ(Kaimares ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2002). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Ancient ﾠmines ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠeast ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠnortheast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠport ﾠof ﾠ
Neapolis ﾠ(current ﾠKavala) ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠrecently ﾠidentified ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠHerodotus ﾠ
and ﾠ Thucydides ﾠ mentioned ﾠ as ﾠ Skapte ﾠ Yli. ﾠ The ﾠ evidence ﾠ found ﾠ in ﾠ an ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ
approximately ﾠ 100 ﾠ sq ﾠ km ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ the ﾠ quantities ﾠ that ﾠ must ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ
mined ﾠby ﾠPhilip ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠcirculate ﾠthe ﾠphilippeion, ﾠa ﾠcurrency ﾠof ﾠextremely ﾠ
high ﾠconsistency ﾠin ﾠgold, ﾠand ﾠfund ﾠhis ﾠplanned ﾠexpedition ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠEast. ﾠThey ﾠare ﾠ
dated ﾠmainly ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠperiod. ﾠCloser ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ 155 ﾠ
Philippi ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠdate ﾠare ﾠnine ﾠmines ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠareas ﾠAghia ﾠHelene ﾠand ﾠ
Phalakros ﾠLophos. ﾠThe ﾠlength ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcorridors ﾠreaches ﾠ350 ﾠm ﾠand ﾠthey ﾠinclude ﾠ
mining ﾠspaces ﾠof ﾠup ﾠto ﾠ60x30 ﾠm. ﾠThey ﾠconsist ﾠof ﾠtwo ﾠand ﾠsometimes ﾠthree ﾠlevels ﾠ
of ﾠexploitation, ﾠan ﾠearlier ﾠone, ﾠpossibly ﾠprehistoric, ﾠand ﾠa ﾠRoman ﾠone ﾠ(Vavelides ﾠ
2007). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Rock ﾠart ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠdiscovered ﾠin ﾠseveral ﾠlocations ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
slopes ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠPaggeon. ﾠThe ﾠhighest ﾠconcentration ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠrecorded ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠ
seven ﾠrock ﾠart ﾠpanels ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠfoothills ﾠof ﾠLekani ﾠ(plate ﾠ13), ﾠabout ﾠ2 ﾠkm ﾠeast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
town ﾠ of ﾠ Krenides. ﾠ Their ﾠ documentation ﾠ is ﾠ an ﾠ ongoing ﾠ project ﾠ for ﾠ several ﾠ
researchers ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠHERAC ﾠ(see ﾠabove ﾠ4.1.1). ﾠThese ﾠpanels ﾠdepict ﾠhuman ﾠand ﾠ
animal ﾠfigures ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdistinctive ﾠfigure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘horseman’. ﾠThe ﾠhypothesis ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠrock ﾠart ﾠpanels ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠconstitute ﾠan ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑air ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠThracian ﾠ
tribe ﾠof ﾠHedons ﾠ(c. ﾠ1100 ﾠBC) ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠproposed ﾠand ﾠawaits ﾠconfirmation ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
results ﾠof ﾠfurther ﾠresearch ﾠ(Dimitriadis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2007). ﾠThese ﾠrock ﾠart ﾠpanels ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠ
the ﾠcentrepieces ﾠof ﾠa ﾠplan ﾠfor ﾠan ﾠecomuseum ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ(Dimitriadis ﾠ2009). ﾠ
 ﾠ
4.1.3 History of Archaeology  
Napoleon ﾠ III ﾠ assigned ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ formal ﾠ archaeological ﾠ expedition ﾠ to ﾠ Leon ﾠ
Heuzey, ﾠrenowned ﾠarchaeologist ﾠand ﾠformer ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠin ﾠ
Athens ﾠin ﾠ1861-ﾭ‐‑62. ﾠNapoleon ﾠwas ﾠknown ﾠfor ﾠhis ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠRoman ﾠbattlefields ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ eastern ﾠ provinces ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Roman ﾠ Empire ﾠ (Heuzey ﾠ and ﾠ Daumet ﾠ 1876: ﾠ
Avant-ﾭ‐‑propos). ﾠThe ﾠarea ﾠwas ﾠthen ﾠstill ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠOttoman ﾠEmpire. ﾠ
 ﾠ
After ﾠthe ﾠunification ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠregion ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠ(1912) ﾠand ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠ
Second ﾠWorld ﾠWar, ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠtook ﾠup ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠand ﾠ
publication ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Roman ﾠ Forum, ﾠ Basilicas ﾠ A ﾠ and ﾠ B, ﾠ a ﾠ Roman ﾠ villa ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ
sanctuaries ﾠcarved ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrocks ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠacropolis ﾠby ﾠCh. ﾠAvezou, ﾠCh. ﾠPicard, ﾠP. ﾠ ﾠ 156 ﾠ
Collart ﾠand ﾠP. ﾠLemerle ﾠ(Collart ﾠ1937; ﾠLemerle ﾠ1946). ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ
was ﾠconducting ﾠrescue ﾠexcavations ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime ﾠ(Gounaris ﾠand ﾠGounari ﾠ
2004: ﾠ10, ﾠ18). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
After ﾠ the ﾠ war, ﾠ Stylianos ﾠ Pelekanides ﾠ undertook ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ extra-ﾭ‐‑
mural ﾠ Basilica, ﾠ revealed ﾠ during ﾠ rescue ﾠ excavation, ﾠ thanks ﾠ to ﾠ grants ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Society ﾠ in ﾠ Athens ﾠ (Pelekanides ﾠ 1955). ﾠ At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time ﾠ
Dimitrios ﾠ Lazarides ﾠ was ﾠ also ﾠ excavating ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ on ﾠ behalf ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService. ﾠAfter ﾠPelekanides ﾠwas ﾠappointed ﾠto ﾠa ﾠprofessorship ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠAristotle ﾠUniversity ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠhe ﾠwent ﾠon ﾠto ﾠexcavate ﾠthe ﾠOctagon ﾠ
complex ﾠ(1958-ﾭ‐‑1978). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠDepartment ﾠof ﾠArchaeology ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAristotle ﾠUniversity ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠexcavating ﾠagain ﾠsince ﾠ1988 ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠChristian ﾠcity ﾠ(Gounaris ﾠ
2006, ﾠ for ﾠ further ﾠ bibliography). ﾠ The ﾠ French ﾠ School ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Society ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠcontinue ﾠto ﾠresearch ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠsettlement ﾠof ﾠDikili ﾠTash. ﾠ
The ﾠSwiss ﾠSchool ﾠof ﾠArchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠworking ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpublication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
inscriptions ﾠof ﾠPhilippi. ﾠRestoration ﾠand ﾠanastylosis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠtheatre ﾠare ﾠ
ongoing. ﾠ The ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ is ﾠ mainly ﾠ kept ﾠ occupied ﾠ with ﾠ rescue ﾠ
excavations ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠKrenides. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠelement ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
museum ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ (plate ﾠ 14). ﾠ It ﾠ was ﾠ founded ﾠ in ﾠ 1961 ﾠ and ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ initially ﾠ
planned ﾠto ﾠstore ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavations ﾠand ﾠhost ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠ
were ﾠ working ﾠ on ﾠ site. ﾠ Later, ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ Roman ﾠ and ﾠ Early ﾠ Christian ﾠ
antiquities ﾠ were ﾠ developed ﾠ (university ﾠ archaeologist, ﾠ pers. ﾠ comm.). ﾠ The ﾠ
museum ﾠclosed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ1990s ﾠfor ﾠrenovation ﾠand ﾠreopened ﾠin ﾠ2010. ﾠ ﾠ
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The ﾠ18th ﾠEPCA ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ12th ﾠEBA ﾠare ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠeach. ﾠTheir ﾠterritories ﾠare ﾠfenced ﾠand ﾠentrance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
EBA ﾠis ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEPCA. ﾠPhilippi ﾠis ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠorganised ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠvisitors ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠPrefecture ﾠof ﾠKavala ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠ
profitable ﾠ one. ﾠ Others, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ city ﾠ of ﾠ Thasos ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
quarries ﾠof ﾠAlyki ﾠin ﾠThasos, ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠbring ﾠrevenue ﾠbecause ﾠentrance ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠis ﾠ
free. ﾠRevenue ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠwas ﾠat ﾠits ﾠlowest ﾠin ﾠ2004 ﾠ
and ﾠ culminated ﾠ in ﾠ 2007 ﾠ with ﾠ an ﾠ average ﾠ during ﾠ these ﾠ four ﾠ years ﾠ of ﾠ €92,425 ﾠ
(figure ﾠ2, ﾠHellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority ﾠ2011b). ﾠ
  
Figure 2 Archaeological site of Philippi annual revenue from 2004 to 2007 in euros 
(Hellenic Statistical Authority 2011b) 
 ﾠ
Philippi ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠthird ﾠmost ﾠpopular ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠMacedonia, ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠ
Royal ﾠTombs ﾠof ﾠVergina ﾠand ﾠDion, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ30th ﾠmost ﾠpopular ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠof ﾠ
Greece. ﾠVisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠavailable ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠperiod ﾠfrom ﾠ1992 ﾠto ﾠ2008 ﾠ(figure ﾠ3, ﾠ
table ﾠ1) ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthat ﾠvisitors ﾠwere ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠtwenty ﾠthousands ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠ
nineties ﾠ (21,387 ﾠ in ﾠ 1992). ﾠBy ﾠ the ﾠ middle ﾠ of ﾠthe ﾠ decade ﾠ they ﾠ rose ﾠ up ﾠby ﾠ 30% ﾠ
(30,435 ﾠin ﾠ1994) ﾠand ﾠdropped ﾠagain ﾠby ﾠ19% ﾠ(24,683 ﾠin ﾠ1995). ﾠBy ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
decade, ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠsaw ﾠanother ﾠacute ﾠfall ﾠdown ﾠto ﾠ66% ﾠof ﾠits ﾠlast ﾠpeak ﾠ(31,700 ﾠin ﾠ
1997 ﾠto ﾠ10,900 ﾠin ﾠ2000). ﾠVisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠrising ﾠconstantly ﾠsince ﾠthen ﾠ ﾠ 158 ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠ2003 ﾠ(again ﾠfall ﾠby ﾠ17% ﾠfrom ﾠprevious ﾠyear) ﾠand ﾠ2006 ﾠ(fall ﾠ
by ﾠ1%). ﾠIn ﾠ2001, ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠrose ﾠas ﾠsharply ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠfallen ﾠthe ﾠyears ﾠ
before ﾠthat ﾠ(30,038, ﾠby ﾠ64%). ﾠSince ﾠthen ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠsteady ﾠrise ﾠof ﾠ10-ﾭ‐‑22% ﾠevery ﾠ
year ﾠ(Hellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority ﾠ2011b). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 3 Visitor numbers to the arch. sites and museums of the Ministry of Culture 
and Tourism in the Prefecture of Kavala (Hellenic Statistical Authority 2011b) 
 ﾠ
Out ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠattractions ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠ
monitors ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠPrefecture ﾠ(i.e. ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠPhilippi, ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠKavala ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠin ﾠThasos), ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠis ﾠby ﾠfar ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠpopular ﾠone ﾠ(figure ﾠ3, ﾠtable ﾠ1). ﾠ ﾠSince ﾠ2006, ﾠ
when ﾠ the ﾠ second ﾠ most ﾠ popular ﾠ attraction ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area, ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
museum ﾠof ﾠThasos, ﾠreopened, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠhad ﾠfour ﾠtimes ﾠ
as ﾠmany ﾠvisitors ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠThasos. ﾠVisiting ﾠpatterns ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠ
year ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠfrom ﾠ2004 ﾠto ﾠ2007 ﾠ(figure ﾠ4). ﾠThere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠsteady ﾠrise ﾠof ﾠ
visits ﾠfrom ﾠMarch ﾠonwards ﾠthat ﾠclimaxes ﾠin ﾠMay ﾠand ﾠSeptember. ﾠFrom ﾠOctober ﾠ
on ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ steady ﾠ fall ﾠ that ﾠ reaches ﾠ its ﾠ lowest ﾠ point ﾠ in ﾠ February ﾠ (Hellenic ﾠ






Table 1 Visitor numbers to the arch. sites and museums of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism in Kavala (Hel. Stat. Auth. 2011b) 
SITE/ 
MUSEUM  1992  1993  1994  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  2003  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
Site of 
Philippi  21387  .  30435  24683  28500  31700  22900  11950  10900  30038  33500  27800  31000  39700  39200  40600  44800 
Museum 
of Philippi  1759  2090  1768  414  0  11  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0 
Museum 
of Kavala  2259  2423  2028  2176  2258  2919  2112  1841  1788  1652  3875  3365  3129  2857  2643  2325  2700 
Museum 
of Thasos  8156  10210  10301  7  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  12172  12021  10600 
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 4 Visitor numbers to the arch. site of Philippi by month from 2004 to 2007 (Hellenic Statistical Authority 2011b) ﾠ
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4.2 Case Study 2: The Archaeological Site of Dispilio and 
the local community of Dispilio, Kastoria in north-western 
Greece 
4.2.1 Introduction 
The ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠits ﾠadjacent ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠare ﾠlocated ﾠ
in ﾠ north-ﾭ‐‑western ﾠ Greece, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ western ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ Macedonia, ﾠ 7 ﾠ km ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
southeast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠKastoria, ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsouth ﾠcoast ﾠof ﾠlake ﾠOrestiada ﾠand ﾠacross ﾠ
Mount ﾠVitsi ﾠ(plate ﾠ3). ﾠUntil ﾠ31 ﾠDecember ﾠ2010 ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠhistorical ﾠseat9 ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon.10 ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon ﾠbecause ﾠthe ﾠ7,500 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
Neolithic ﾠ lake ﾠ settlement ﾠ lies ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ municipal ﾠ department ﾠ of ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠ unique ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ kind ﾠ in ﾠ South-ﾭ‐‑Eastern ﾠ Europe, ﾠ which ﾠ
constitutes ﾠa ﾠparticular ﾠpole ﾠof ﾠprehistoric ﾠinterest ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠscientific ﾠ
community ﾠand ﾠa ﾠspecial ﾠpole ﾠof ﾠdevelopment ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠ
of ﾠMakednon, ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠbelieves ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠlake ﾠsettlement ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ must ﾠ constitute ﾠ a ﾠ special ﾠ reference ﾠ point ﾠ for ﾠ our ﾠ
Municipality, ﾠdefines ﾠDispilio ﾠas ﾠhistorical ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠ
Makednon. ﾠ The ﾠ definition ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ as ﾠ historical ﾠ seat ﾠ honours ﾠ
especially ﾠall ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresidents ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon ﾠand ﾠ
constitutes ﾠ an ﾠ ethical ﾠ acknowledgement ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ residents ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
municipal ﾠdepartment ﾠof ﾠDispilio, ﾠwho ﾠare ﾠanthropogeographically ﾠ
the ﾠ direct ﾠ inheritors ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Neolithic ﾠ lake ﾠ settlement ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ
name ﾠ ﾠ(Municipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon ﾠ2003). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
9 ﾠT h i s  ﾠi s  ﾠa n  ﾠh o n o r a r y  ﾠt i t l e  ﾠa t t r i b u t e d  ﾠb y  ﾠM u n i c i p a l  ﾠD e c i s i o n .  ﾠA c c o r d i n g  ﾠt o  ﾠt h e  ﾠM u n i c i p a l  ﾠ
Decision, ﾠin ﾠpractical ﾠterms ﾠit ﾠmeans ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠall ﾠofficial ﾠdocumentation ﾠand ﾠwherever ﾠmention ﾠis ﾠ
made ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠboth ﾠthe ﾠadministrative ﾠ(Mavrovo) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠhistorical ﾠseat ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
mentioned. ﾠ
10 ﾠSince ﾠ1 ﾠJanuary ﾠ2011 ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon ﾠis ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠof ﾠKastoria. ﾠ ﾠ
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Dispilio ﾠhas ﾠ1.110 ﾠresidents ﾠ(Hellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority ﾠ2011a) ﾠ(plates ﾠ15-ﾭ‐‑8). ﾠIt ﾠ
is ﾠa ﾠrather ﾠnew ﾠsettlement ﾠand ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠno ﾠdocumented ﾠevidence ﾠof ﾠits ﾠexistence ﾠ
before ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury. ﾠLocals ﾠattribute ﾠits ﾠfoundation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlate ﾠOttoman ﾠ
period, ﾠconsidering ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠ1913 ﾠit ﾠhad ﾠ252 ﾠresidents ﾠ(Cultural ﾠAssociation ﾠ1994: ﾠ
17, ﾠ27). ﾠHowever ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠwave ﾠof ﾠnewcomers, ﾠmainly ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠwork ﾠ
in ﾠ Kastoria ﾠ but ﾠ prefer ﾠ the ﾠ lower ﾠ property ﾠ prices ﾠ and ﾠ airy ﾠ surroundings ﾠ of ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ densely ﾠ built ﾠ city, ﾠ has ﾠ infiltrated ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ web ﾠ of ﾠ older ﾠ
inhabitants ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2008: ﾠ122). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ economy ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ like ﾠ the ﾠ greater ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ
Kastoria, ﾠhas ﾠdepended ﾠfor ﾠmany ﾠyears ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmanufacture ﾠand ﾠprocessing ﾠof ﾠ
fur ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠsee ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠFor ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠ20 ﾠyears ﾠthough, ﾠ
ecological ﾠconcerns ﾠand ﾠcheaper ﾠlabour ﾠin ﾠother ﾠcountries ﾠhave ﾠinevitably ﾠand ﾠ
continuously ﾠdiminished ﾠthis ﾠindustry. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠunemployment ﾠhas ﾠrisen ﾠ
while ﾠ agriculture ﾠ cannot ﾠ sustain ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ population. ﾠ As ﾠ in ﾠ so ﾠ many ﾠ other ﾠ
places, ﾠ the ﾠ interest ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ in ﾠ alternative ﾠ
income ﾠresources, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠtourism, ﾠhas ﾠrisen ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2008: ﾠ122). ﾠIndeed, ﾠ
several ﾠ small ﾠ hotels ﾠ have ﾠ opened ﾠ to ﾠ take ﾠ advantage ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ need ﾠ for ﾠ
accommodation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsummer ﾠand ﾠwinter ﾠtourism ﾠ
in ﾠ Kastoria. ﾠ Kastoria ﾠ itself ﾠ has ﾠ developed ﾠ into ﾠ a ﾠ popular ﾠ tourist ﾠ destination ﾠ
taking ﾠ advantage ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ unique ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ heritage, ﾠ the ﾠ setting ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ lake, ﾠ
traditional ﾠ architecture ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ eighteenth ﾠ and ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ centuries, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
carnival ﾠfestivities ﾠ(Ragoutsaria, ﾠ6th-ﾭ‐‑8th ﾠJanuary) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠproximity ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠ
complex ﾠof ﾠPrespes ﾠin ﾠneighbouring ﾠFlorina. ﾠAlso, ﾠthe ﾠskiing ﾠresort ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠ
Vitsi ﾠis ﾠ22 ﾠkm ﾠaway. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠlake ﾠOrestiada ﾠitself ﾠand ﾠits ﾠsurrounding ﾠarea ﾠis ﾠa ﾠprotected ﾠarea ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠ
1992 ﾠ Habitats ﾠ Directive ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ EU, ﾠ commonly ﾠ known ﾠ as ﾠ ‘Natura ﾠ 2000’. ﾠ The ﾠ ﾠ
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protected ﾠ area ﾠ covers ﾠ a ﾠ surface ﾠ of ﾠ 4,732 ﾠ ha. ﾠ The ﾠ environment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ lake ﾠ is ﾠ
described ﾠas: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
…a ﾠfreshwater ﾠlake ﾠsurrounded ﾠby ﾠpartly ﾠforested ﾠmountains ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠ town ﾠ of ﾠ Kastoria ﾠ built ﾠ on ﾠ its ﾠ shore. ﾠ Rooted ﾠ aquatic ﾠ plants, ﾠ
submerged ﾠ or ﾠ with ﾠ floating ﾠ leaves ﾠ (Potamogeton ﾠ spp., ﾠ Vallisneria ﾠ
spiralis, ﾠNajas ﾠmarina, ﾠMyriophyllum ﾠspicatum, ﾠTrapa ﾠnatans, ﾠPolygonum ﾠ
amphibium ﾠ etc.) ﾠ form ﾠ important ﾠ habitats. ﾠ Moreover, ﾠ reed ﾠ beds ﾠ
dominated ﾠby ﾠPhragmites ﾠaustralis ﾠfringe ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠ(Natura ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ
2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Its ﾠsignificance ﾠis ﾠsummarised ﾠas ﾠ‘a ﾠwetland ﾠof ﾠgreat ﾠimportance ﾠfor ﾠbirds ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
breeding, ﾠfeeding ﾠand ﾠwintering ﾠplace. ﾠIt ﾠsupports ﾠa ﾠdiverse ﾠavifauna ﾠincluding ﾠ
rare ﾠand ﾠthreatened ﾠspecies. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠimportant ﾠfor ﾠbirds ﾠof ﾠprey’ ﾠ(Natura ﾠin ﾠ
Greece ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠstands ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠmetres ﾠaway ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠtrenches ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ excavation. ﾠ Built ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ ruins ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ gate ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ ancient ﾠ enclosure, ﾠ an ﾠ
inscription ﾠ refers ﾠ to ﾠ its ﾠ foundation ﾠ in ﾠ 1857 ﾠ (Moutsopoulos ﾠ 1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ 21). ﾠ The ﾠ
actual ﾠexcavation ﾠis ﾠtaking ﾠplace ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠused ﾠto ﾠ
use ﾠ for ﾠ a ﾠ variety ﾠ of ﾠ purposes ﾠ (plate ﾠ 18), ﾠ from ﾠ a ﾠ football ﾠ field, ﾠ to ﾠ gymnastic ﾠ
shows ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠschools ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠFair ﾠorganised ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠcelebration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfeast ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ Ascension ﾠ every ﾠ year ﾠ (plates ﾠ 26-ﾭ‐‑7, ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Association ﾠ 1994: ﾠ 33-ﾭ‐‑9; ﾠ
Touloumis ﾠ2008: ﾠ38-ﾭ‐‑39). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠPrefecture ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠhosts ﾠits ﾠown ﾠEEC. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠis ﾠbased ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
city ﾠof ﾠKastoria, ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠsettlement ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ
occupies ﾠa ﾠsignificant ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠits ﾠprogrammes. ﾠThe ﾠprogramme ﾠThe ﾠRoutes ﾠof ﾠ
Water ﾠ-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠThe ﾠLake ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠstarts ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic, ﾠsince ﾠwhen ﾠ ﾠ
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cultures ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠdeveloped ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠedge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake, ﾠand ﾠelaborates ﾠfrom ﾠthen ﾠ
on ﾠ how ﾠ the ﾠ lake ﾠ has ﾠ played ﾠ a ﾠ determinant ﾠ biological, ﾠ economic, ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ
cultural ﾠrole ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠThe ﾠWorkshop ﾠof ﾠLife ﾠ-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠBiodiversity ﾠdevotes ﾠa ﾠsection ﾠof ﾠ
field ﾠexercises ﾠto ﾠBiodiversity ﾠand ﾠCulture ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠDispilio ﾠlake ﾠsettlement. ﾠIn ﾠ
January ﾠ2010, ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠhosted ﾠan ﾠeducational ﾠthematic ﾠseminar-ﾭ‐‑workshop ﾠfor ﾠ
primary ﾠ and ﾠ secondary ﾠ school ﾠ educators ﾠ on ﾠ An ﾠ Excursion ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Neolithic. ﾠ Is ﾠ
Sustainable ﾠManagement ﾠan ﾠold ﾠPractice? ﾠin ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
team ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠ ﾠ(Environmental ﾠEducation ﾠCentre ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠ2011). ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFriends ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠLake ﾠSettlement ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠ
2004 ﾠas ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠ the ﾠinitiative ﾠof ﾠan ﾠassociate ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠ
team. ﾠ Its ﾠ aim ﾠ is ﾠ to ﾠ bridge ﾠ the ﾠ gap ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
excavation ﾠteam ﾠand ﾠcreate ﾠa ﾠforum ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠcommunities ﾠcan ﾠmeet. ﾠ ﾠThe ﾠ
Association ﾠhas ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠorganised ﾠpublic ﾠlectures ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠand ﾠ
Neolithic ﾠ culture, ﾠ an ﾠ ancient ﾠ musical ﾠ instrument ﾠ found ﾠ in ﾠ Dion ﾠ in ﾠ northern ﾠ
Greece ﾠ called ﾠ hydraulis, ﾠ two ﾠ theatrical ﾠ performances, ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ movie ﾠ
screenings ﾠ(Representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation, ﾠpers. ﾠcomm.). ﾠMore ﾠrecently, ﾠthe ﾠ
Association ﾠcollaborated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ29th ﾠEPCA ﾠand ﾠother ﾠlocal ﾠorganisations ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠcelebration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠDays ﾠof ﾠCultural ﾠHeritage ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
organisation ﾠof ﾠthematic ﾠtours ﾠon ﾠThe ﾠResidence ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠLake ﾠSettlement ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠ
(26-ﾭ‐‑28 ﾠSeptember ﾠ2008). ﾠFinally, ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠorganised ﾠan ﾠevent ﾠto ﾠhonour ﾠ
Professor ﾠAntonios ﾠKeramopoullos ﾠand ﾠcelebrate ﾠ70 ﾠyears ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠdiscovery ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠand ﾠ17 ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ2009: ﾠ46, ﾠn. ﾠ3). ﾠ
The ﾠAssociation’s ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠreinforce ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ
have ﾠbeen ﾠdeemed ﾠunsuccessful ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2008: ﾠ126-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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4.2.2 History and Archaeology 
The ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠoccupies ﾠan ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠapproximately ﾠ17,000 ﾠsq ﾠ
m ﾠout ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠ5,250 ﾠsq ﾠm ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠexcavated ﾠand ﾠ1,950 ﾠsq ﾠm ﾠrelate ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
Neolithic ﾠ period ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ 2008: ﾠ 15-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠThe ﾠ site ﾠ is ﾠlocated ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ of ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠcalled ﾠ‘Island’; ﾠthis ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠhump ﾠthat ﾠused ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠsurrounded ﾠby ﾠ
the ﾠwaters ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠwintertime ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠgot ﾠthis ﾠname. ﾠIn ﾠmore ﾠ
recent ﾠyears ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠdropped ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠwas ﾠagain ﾠnaturally ﾠ
connected ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmainland. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠsite ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠlake ﾠsettlement, ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠone ﾠexcavated ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠ
The ﾠearliest ﾠstrata ﾠexcavated ﾠdate ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMiddle ﾠNeolithic ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
Later ﾠNeolithic ﾠ(c. ﾠ5500 ﾠBC). ﾠHowever ﾠartefacts ﾠdated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠEarly ﾠor ﾠ
beginning ﾠof ﾠMiddle ﾠNeolithic ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠfound ﾠin ﾠplaces ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
lake ﾠdropped. ﾠThree ﾠphases ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠdistinctive ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsettlement: ﾠ
the ﾠoldest ﾠone ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠcalled ﾠ‘of ﾠthe ﾠlake’, ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠone ﾠ‘amphibious’, ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠ latest ﾠ one ﾠ ‘continental’ ﾠ in ﾠ reference ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ changes ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ
between ﾠ the ﾠ lake ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ settlement ﾠ throughout ﾠ time. ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ constitutes ﾠ a ﾠ
typical ﾠ lake ﾠ settlement ﾠ on ﾠ wooden ﾠ pillars ﾠ with ﾠ particularly ﾠ dense ﾠ building ﾠ
during ﾠ its ﾠ early ﾠ phases. ﾠ Among ﾠ its ﾠ rich ﾠ findings ﾠ are ﾠ architectural ﾠ elements ﾠ
made ﾠ of ﾠ wood ﾠ or ﾠ clay, ﾠ pottery ﾠ of ﾠ all ﾠ qualities ﾠ and ﾠ kinds, ﾠ stone ﾠ tools, ﾠ
anthropomorphic, ﾠzoomorphic ﾠand ﾠobject-ﾭ‐‑like ﾠfigurines, ﾠtwo ﾠbone ﾠcarved ﾠflutes, ﾠ
a ﾠ few ﾠ burials, ﾠ exchange ﾠ goods ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ obsidian), ﾠ a ﾠ wooden ﾠ tablet ﾠ with ﾠ linear ﾠ
incisions ﾠof ﾠa ﾠprimeval ﾠform ﾠof ﾠwritten ﾠcommunication ﾠdated ﾠto ﾠ5,260 ﾠBC. ﾠThe ﾠ
most ﾠrecent ﾠstrata ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠdated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠChalcolithic. ﾠThe ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠnever ﾠreally ﾠ
abandoned ﾠ(Sophronidou ﾠ2008: ﾠ16-ﾭ‐‑23; ﾠDispilio ﾠExcavations ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠstone ﾠenclosure ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠsurround ﾠthe ﾠsettlement. ﾠIn ﾠlater ﾠtimes ﾠa ﾠ
wall ﾠ reinforced ﾠ it. ﾠ This ﾠ architectural ﾠ element ﾠ first ﾠ attracted ﾠ the ﾠ attention ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠto ﾠDispilio. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠdated ﾠeither ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠreign ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMacedonian ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 165 ﾠ
King ﾠArchelaos ﾠ(412-ﾭ‐‑399 ﾠBC) ﾠ(Keramopoullos ﾠ1932: ﾠ106-ﾭ‐‑12) ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠgenerally ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ beginning ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ fourth ﾠ century ﾠ BC ﾠ (Moutsopoulos ﾠ 1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ 21-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ The ﾠ
condition ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠwall, ﾠdocumented ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠcentury, ﾠ
has ﾠrapidly ﾠdeteriorated ﾠas ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠtaken ﾠaway ﾠfor ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑use ﾠin ﾠa ﾠ
series ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠand ﾠprivate ﾠworks. ﾠThe ﾠlast ﾠblow ﾠcame ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠembellishment ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠwas ﾠdecided ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠformulation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠfront ﾠ
garden ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠcovered, ﾠif ﾠnot ﾠdestroyed ﾠthe ﾠruins ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsouthern ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
wall ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsouth-ﾭ‐‑western ﾠpillar ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠgate ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠenclosure ﾠ(Moutsopoulos ﾠ
1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ21-ﾭ‐‑2). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠyears, ﾠDispilio ﾠlived ﾠa ﾠquiet ﾠlife ﾠas ﾠa ﾠplace ﾠthrough ﾠwhich ﾠ
anyone ﾠwho ﾠapproached ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠsouth ﾠpassed. ﾠA ﾠstatue ﾠat ﾠ
one ﾠend ﾠof ﾠits ﾠmain ﾠstreet ﾠrepresents ﾠthe ﾠArchbishop ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠNicephoros ﾠ
Papasideris ﾠ (1936-ﾭ‐‑58) ﾠ whose ﾠ father ﾠ came ﾠ from ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ (plate ﾠ 19, ﾠ Diocese ﾠ of ﾠ
Kastoria ﾠ 2011), ﾠ and ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ end ﾠ is ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ army ﾠ officer ﾠ Ioannis ﾠ
Paparrodos, ﾠ the ﾠ protagonist ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ battle ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ (15/4/1941). ﾠ These ﾠ two ﾠ
statues ﾠin ﾠa ﾠsense ﾠdefine ﾠlargely ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠrecent ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠplace. ﾠNarrations ﾠ
about ﾠthis ﾠbattle ﾠare ﾠdressed ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmemory ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmiraculous ﾠrescue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
residents ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠwho ﾠfound ﾠshelter ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcave ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠSaint ﾠ
Nicholas, ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠcaves ﾠthat ﾠDispilio ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠnamed ﾠafter ﾠ(plate ﾠ20, ﾠsee ﾠ
also ﾠCultural ﾠAssociation ﾠ2004: ﾠ ﾠ21-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠ
 ﾠ
4.2.3 History of Archaeology 
Systematic ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ in ﾠ north-ﾭ‐‑western ﾠ Greece, ﾠ specifically ﾠ in ﾠ
western ﾠMacedonia, ﾠwas ﾠrelatively ﾠlate. ﾠBefore ﾠthe ﾠinclusion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠinto ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠ state, ﾠ the ﾠ Russian ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Institute ﾠ of ﾠ Istanbul ﾠ conducted ﾠ
excavation ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ prehistoric ﾠ settlement ﾠ of ﾠ Saint ﾠ Panteleimon ﾠ in ﾠ 1898-ﾭ‐‑9 ﾠ
(Sophronidou ﾠ 2008: ﾠ 11) ﾠ but ﾠ until ﾠ about ﾠ ten ﾠ years ﾠ ago ﾠ ancient ﾠ western ﾠ ﾠ
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Macedonia ﾠwas ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠculturally ﾠundeveloped ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2008: ﾠ122). ﾠ
Interest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠwas ﾠfirst ﾠexpressed ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠBalkan ﾠwars ﾠ(also ﾠ
see ﾠ Vokotopoulou ﾠ 1986). ﾠ According ﾠ to ﾠ records ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community’s ﾠ
communication ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ initially ﾠ the ﾠ 14th ﾠE P C A  ﾠi n  ﾠ
Veroia ﾠ(150 ﾠkm ﾠaway) ﾠwas ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠantiquities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠIn ﾠ1973 ﾠthe ﾠ
17th ﾠEPCA ﾠin ﾠEdessa ﾠ(132 ﾠkm ﾠaway) ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEBA ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠ(226 ﾠkm ﾠaway) ﾠ
took ﾠover ﾠresponsibility ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠof ﾠprehistoric ﾠand ﾠClassical ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠlatter ﾠof ﾠByzantine ﾠantiquities ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠIn ﾠ1989 ﾠthe ﾠ16th ﾠEBA ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠ
in ﾠKastoria ﾠand ﾠtook ﾠresponsibility ﾠover ﾠByzantine ﾠantiquities ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠPrefectures ﾠ
of ﾠKastoria ﾠand ﾠFlorina ﾠand ﾠin ﾠ2006 ﾠthe ﾠ29th ﾠEPCA ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠin ﾠFlorina ﾠ(94 ﾠ
km ﾠaway) ﾠand ﾠtook ﾠresponsibility ﾠover ﾠprehistoric ﾠand ﾠClassical ﾠantiquities ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠPrefectures ﾠof ﾠFlorina ﾠand ﾠKastoria. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠfirst ﾠmention ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠregarding ﾠits ﾠantiquities ﾠwas ﾠmade ﾠsoon ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠ
area’s ﾠinclusion ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate, ﾠin ﾠ1913 ﾠby ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠenlisted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠarmy, ﾠN.G. ﾠPappadakis. ﾠ ﾠHe ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠa ﾠpolygonal ﾠwall ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠcalled ﾠ‘Island’, ﾠmade ﾠof ﾠbig, ﾠcarved ﾠstones, ﾠpreserved ﾠin ﾠplaces ﾠup ﾠto ﾠ2 ﾠ
m ﾠ high, ﾠ with ﾠ traces ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ gate ﾠ and ﾠ two ﾠ towers, ﾠ ‘certainly ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek’ ﾠ
(Moutsopoulos ﾠ1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ9; ﾠPappadakis ﾠ1913: ﾠ440-ﾭ‐‑1). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1930, ﾠProfessor ﾠKeramopoullos ﾠsurveyed ﾠextensively ﾠwestern ﾠMacedonia ﾠin ﾠ
order ﾠto ﾠidentify ﾠproof ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexpansion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠart ﾠand ﾠculture ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
north. ﾠHe ﾠnoted ﾠagain ﾠthe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwall ﾠand ﾠdated ﾠit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Macedonian ﾠ King ﾠ Archelaos ﾠ (412-ﾭ‐‑399 ﾠ BC) ﾠ (Hourmouziadis ﾠ 2002: ﾠ 11-ﾭ‐‑4; ﾠ
Keramopoullos ﾠ1932: ﾠ48, ﾠ93-ﾭ‐‑4, ﾠ106-ﾭ‐‑12). ﾠIn ﾠ1938, ﾠhe ﾠreturned ﾠand ﾠidentified ﾠthe ﾠ
remains ﾠ of ﾠ almost ﾠ five ﾠ hundred ﾠ wood-ﾭ‐‑pillars ﾠ near ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ He ﾠ dated ﾠ the ﾠ
settlement ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠ(Keramopoullos ﾠ1938: ﾠ58-ﾭ‐‑61). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Keramopoullos ﾠreturned ﾠto ﾠDispilio ﾠone ﾠmore ﾠtime ﾠin ﾠ1940 ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠexcavate ﾠ
further. ﾠHe ﾠwas ﾠable ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠthat ﾠstone ﾠtools ﾠwere ﾠmanufactured ﾠin ﾠsitu ﾠand ﾠ
recovered ﾠmany ﾠmore ﾠfindings. ﾠHe ﾠfinally ﾠoffered ﾠthe ﾠhypothesis ﾠthat ﾠif ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠ
settlement ﾠdated ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠcoming ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠIndo-ﾭ‐‑Europeans, ﾠthen ﾠthe ﾠ‘Island’ ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠwall ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠworks ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMacedonian ﾠKing ﾠArchelaos ﾠ(412-ﾭ‐‑399 ﾠBC), ﾠwhom ﾠ
he ﾠcompared ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠEgyptian ﾠPharaohs ﾠfor ﾠhis ﾠimposing ﾠworks. ﾠHe ﾠconcluded ﾠ
that ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠprobably ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠlocation ﾠof ﾠArgos ﾠOrestikon ﾠ(Keramopoullos ﾠ
1940: ﾠ22-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Professor ﾠ Moutsopoulos ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ to ﾠ record ﾠ the ﾠ position ﾠ of ﾠ some ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
pillars ﾠin ﾠ1966 ﾠas ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠextremely ﾠdry ﾠconditions ﾠthat ﾠyear. ﾠHe ﾠsent ﾠa ﾠ
report ﾠand ﾠhis ﾠplans ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠpublished ﾠby ﾠits ﾠ
Director, ﾠS. ﾠMarinatos. ﾠHe ﾠhad ﾠrecorded ﾠthe ﾠposition ﾠof ﾠseveral ﾠwood-ﾭ‐‑pillars. ﾠHe ﾠ
also ﾠsuggested ﾠthat ﾠhundreds ﾠof ﾠthousands ﾠwere ﾠstill ﾠpreserved ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠand ﾠ
numbers ﾠmight ﾠreach ﾠone ﾠmillion. ﾠHe ﾠalso ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠa ﾠcollection ﾠof ﾠartefacts ﾠ
kept ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠschool ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvillage ﾠ(Marinatos ﾠ1968: ﾠ164). ﾠIn ﾠ1971, ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠ
listed ﾠas ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠby ﾠministerial ﾠdecision ﾠ(M.D. ﾠno. ﾠ15947/9.10.1971, ﾠ
Government ﾠGazette ﾠ248 ﾠΒ/25.10.1971). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Moutsopoulos ﾠ returned ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ many ﾠ years ﾠ later ﾠ to ﾠ conduct ﾠ excavation ﾠ
research ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwall ﾠenclosure. ﾠHe ﾠtraced ﾠthe ﾠconservation ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠwall ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠlocals’ ﾠaccounts ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmaterial’s ﾠsecond ﾠuse ﾠand ﾠup ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠrecent ﾠdestruction ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠembellishment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscension. ﾠ
He ﾠdetermined ﾠthe ﾠwidth, ﾠconstruction ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠgeneral ﾠplan ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwall ﾠand ﾠhe ﾠ
dated ﾠ it ﾠ with ﾠ reservation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ beginning ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ fourth ﾠ century ﾠ BC ﾠ
(Moutsopoulos ﾠ 1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ 21-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ He ﾠ also ﾠ continued ﾠ Keramopoullos’ ﾠ work ﾠ on ﾠ
historical ﾠ sources ﾠ and ﾠ ethnographic ﾠ evidence ﾠ regarding ﾠ lake ﾠ settlements ﾠ
(Keramopoullos ﾠ 1938: ﾠ 60-ﾭ‐‑1), ﾠ attributed ﾠ the ﾠ lake ﾠ settlement ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ tribe ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ
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Paionians ﾠ and ﾠ identified ﾠ the ﾠ settlement ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ city ﾠ of ﾠ Keletron ﾠ
(Moutsopoulos ﾠ1997-ﾭ‐‑8: ﾠ1-ﾭ‐‑20). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Department ﾠ of ﾠ Archaeology ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Aristotle ﾠ University ﾠ of ﾠ Thessaloniki ﾠ
started ﾠa ﾠsystematic ﾠresearch ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠ1992, ﾠwhich ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠongoing. ﾠEarly ﾠ
communication ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ both ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ specialised ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
general ﾠpublic ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠa ﾠmajor ﾠconcern ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠ
Initial ﾠ conclusions ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ excavations ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ study ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ was ﾠ
published ﾠin ﾠa ﾠdedicated ﾠvolume ﾠ(Hourmouziadis ﾠ2002b) ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠseries ﾠ
‘Anaskamma’ ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ all ﾠ the ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ team ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ
individual ﾠresearchers ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠstudied ﾠmaterial ﾠfrom ﾠDispilio ﾠpublish ﾠtheir ﾠ
most ﾠrecent ﾠresults. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Since ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠhosted ﾠan ﾠopen ﾠevent ﾠat ﾠ
the ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠseason ﾠto ﾠpresent ﾠand ﾠdiscuss ﾠthe ﾠproject’s ﾠfindings ﾠand ﾠ
plans ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ future. ﾠThe ﾠ event ﾠ took ﾠ place ﾠa ﾠ couple ﾠ of ﾠ times ﾠ but ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ
fading ﾠ interest ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ soon ﾠ stopped ﾠ
(Hourmouziadi ﾠ 2009: ﾠ 209). ﾠ In ﾠ 1995 ﾠ the ﾠ Agricultural ﾠ Association ﾠo f  ﾠD i s p i l i o  ﾠ
ceded ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠa ﾠwarehouse ﾠlocated ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠhundred ﾠ
metres ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠto ﾠbase ﾠits ﾠactivity. ﾠThe ﾠsmaller ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠ
spaces ﾠwas ﾠvery ﾠsoon ﾠturned ﾠinto ﾠan ﾠexhibition ﾠspace ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
public ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠof ﾠlake ﾠsettlements ﾠin ﾠcentral ﾠEurope, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
history ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠits ﾠfindings ﾠ(plates ﾠ21-ﾭ‐‑2, ﾠHourmouziadi ﾠ
2009: ﾠ210; ﾠSophronidou ﾠ2009: ﾠ45-ﾭ‐‑6). ﾠThis ﾠexhibition ﾠis ﾠnow ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠauspices ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠand ﾠoperates ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠpermanent ﾠguard ﾠwho ﾠ
also ﾠacts ﾠas ﾠan ﾠinformal ﾠtour ﾠguide ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2008: ﾠ129). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1999 ﾠthe ﾠDispilio ﾠEcomuseum ﾠopened ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠGreek ﾠecomuseum ﾠ(plates ﾠ
23-ﾭ‐‑5, ﾠHourmouziadi ﾠ2002: ﾠ333). ﾠIt ﾠconsists ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠreconstruction ﾠof ﾠeight ﾠwood ﾠ ﾠ
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and ﾠmud-ﾭ‐‑plastered ﾠhuts ﾠcontaining ﾠcopies ﾠof ﾠrelevant ﾠhousehold ﾠmaterials ﾠand ﾠ
artefacts ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠidentified ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠexcavations ﾠ(idem). ﾠThe ﾠMunicipality ﾠ
and ﾠ more ﾠ specifically, ﾠ the ﾠ Municipal ﾠ Enterprise ﾠ of ﾠ Inert ﾠ Matters, ﾠ also ﾠ
responsible ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠquarry, ﾠmanages ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠ(idem: ﾠ347). ﾠA ﾠformal ﾠ
proposition ﾠ for ﾠ a ﾠ museum, ﾠ information ﾠ and ﾠ documentation ﾠ centre ﾠ was ﾠ
submitted ﾠin ﾠ2002 ﾠbut ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠbeen ﾠput ﾠin ﾠaction ﾠyet ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2009: ﾠ210). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠ excavation ﾠ park ﾠ is ﾠ planned ﾠ to ﾠ operate ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
coming ﾠ years. ﾠ According ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ plan, ﾠ the ﾠ university ﾠ excavation ﾠ will ﾠ then ﾠ be ﾠ
formally ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠvisitors. ﾠThe ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠendeavour ﾠis ﾠto ﾠbring ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠinto ﾠ
contact ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠdata ﾠwhere ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠuncovered ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠbring ﾠ
them ﾠinto ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠprocess ﾠof ﾠdiscovery ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠmoment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
creation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠinformation. ﾠ ﾠThis ﾠnew ﾠproject ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠway ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠto ﾠtry ﾠto ﾠturn ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠfrom ﾠa ﾠpassive ﾠreceiver ﾠ
to ﾠ an ﾠ actively ﾠ engaged ﾠ participant. ﾠ The ﾠ ultimate ﾠ aim ﾠ is ﾠ to ﾠ encourage ﾠ the ﾠ
development ﾠof ﾠelaboration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdata ﾠby ﾠeach ﾠvisitor. ﾠThis ﾠwill ﾠmotivate ﾠthe ﾠ
visitor ﾠ to ﾠ claim ﾠ his/her ﾠ social ﾠ rights ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ common ﾠ past ﾠ and ﾠ feed ﾠ the ﾠ
scientific ﾠ community ﾠ with ﾠ evidence, ﾠ thoughts ﾠ and ﾠ arguments ﾠ (Dasakli ﾠ 2009; ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠExcavations ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ2004 ﾠa ﾠwebsite ﾠdedicated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠDispilio ﾠexcavations ﾠwas ﾠlaunched. ﾠAs ﾠwell ﾠ
as ﾠ the ﾠ standard ﾠ history ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ excavation, ﾠ one ﾠ can ﾠ find ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Diary ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Excavation’, ﾠa ﾠmulti-ﾭ‐‑vocal ﾠcontribution ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠday-ﾭ‐‑to-ﾭ‐‑day, ﾠ
theoretical ﾠ and ﾠ practical ﾠ issues ﾠ that ﾠ an ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ has ﾠ to ﾠ face ﾠ at ﾠ work ﾠ
(Dispilio ﾠExcavations ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠand ﾠits ﾠEcomuseum ﾠconstitute ﾠa ﾠnew ﾠdevelopment ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠvisitor ﾠ
attractions ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠIn ﾠgeneral, ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠrising. ﾠAccording ﾠ
to ﾠ research ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ records ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Municipality, ﾠ the ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ ﾠ
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independent ﾠ visitors ﾠ are ﾠ domestic ﾠ visitors ﾠ and ﾠ most ﾠ of ﾠ them ﾠ come ﾠ from ﾠ
Macedonia ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠAthens ﾠ(figure ﾠ5; ﾠDiamanti ﾠand ﾠGeorgopoulou ﾠ2008). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 5 Provenance of Greek visitors to Dispilio in 2007 (Diamanti and Georgopoulou 
2008) 
 ﾠ
Overall, ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvisits ﾠare ﾠschool ﾠgroup ﾠvisits ﾠfrom ﾠMacedonia ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠ city ﾠ of ﾠ Athens ﾠ(figure ﾠ 6; ﾠ idem). ﾠ Visitor ﾠnumbers ﾠ are ﾠ expected ﾠ to ﾠincrease ﾠ
further ﾠafter ﾠroad ﾠconnection ﾠwith ﾠcentral ﾠand ﾠsouthern ﾠGreece ﾠis ﾠimproved, ﾠthe ﾠ
Ecomuseum ﾠis ﾠexpanded ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠproposed ﾠis ﾠconstructed ﾠ(see ﾠabove). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 6 Provenance of school visits to Dispilio from January to May 2008 (Diamanti 
and Georgopoulou 2008)  ﾠ
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4.3  Case  Study  3:  The  Archaeological  Site  of  Delphi  and 
the local community of Delphi, Phokida in Central Greece 
4.3.1 Introduction 
The ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ modern ﾠ settlement ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ are ﾠ located ﾠ in ﾠ
central ﾠ Greece, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ prefecture ﾠ of ﾠ Phocida, ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ south ﾠ slopes ﾠ of ﾠ mount ﾠ
Parnassus ﾠoverlooking ﾠthe ﾠCorinthian ﾠgulf ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtown ﾠof ﾠItea ﾠ(plate ﾠ4). ﾠThe ﾠ
modern ﾠsettlement ﾠitself ﾠwas ﾠoriginally ﾠbuilt ﾠdirectly ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠruins ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠ
sanctuaries ﾠ(Apollo’s ﾠand ﾠAthenas’, ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠdescription ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠsee ﾠbelow) ﾠand ﾠ
was ﾠcalled ﾠKastri, ﾠa ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠexistence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠruins. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠlater ﾠ
moved ﾠ away ﾠ so ﾠ that ﾠ archaeological ﾠ research ﾠ was ﾠ made ﾠ possible. ﾠ Until ﾠ 31 ﾠ
December ﾠ 2010 ﾠ Delphi ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ seat ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Municipality ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ Since ﾠ 1 ﾠ
January ﾠ2011 ﾠthe ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMunicipality ﾠhas ﾠmoved ﾠto ﾠAmphissa ﾠand ﾠDelphi ﾠ
has ﾠremained ﾠits ﾠhistorical ﾠseat ﾠ(for ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠhistorical ﾠseats, ﾠsee ﾠ4.2.1). ﾠ
The ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠconsists ﾠof ﾠ1,474 ﾠresidents. ﾠThe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠis ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠ tourist ﾠ services, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ accommodation, ﾠ restaurants, ﾠ tavernas ﾠ and ﾠ gift ﾠ
shops ﾠ(plate ﾠ28-ﾭ‐‑31; ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠfurther ﾠdiscussion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠsee ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠThe ﾠ
skiing ﾠresort ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠParnassus ﾠis ﾠapproximately ﾠ34 ﾠkm ﾠaway ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠwinter ﾠ
resort ﾠof ﾠArahova ﾠ10.5 ﾠkm ﾠaway. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠDelphic ﾠFestival, ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠpredecessor ﾠof ﾠrevivals ﾠof ﾠ
ancient ﾠGreek ﾠdrama ﾠfestivals, ﾠwas ﾠorganised ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠtime ﾠin ﾠ1927 ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
poet ﾠand ﾠ1949 ﾠNobel ﾠPrize ﾠlaureate ﾠAggelos ﾠSikelianos ﾠand ﾠhis ﾠwife ﾠEva ﾠPalmer. ﾠ
The ﾠFestival ﾠconstituted ﾠonly ﾠan ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠSikelianos’ ﾠ‘Delphic ﾠIdea’, ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠ
the ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠuniversal, ﾠintellectual ﾠcore ﾠof ﾠindividuals ﾠable ﾠto ﾠbridge ﾠthe ﾠ
differences ﾠamong ﾠpeoples. ﾠTo ﾠdevelop ﾠthis ﾠvision, ﾠa ﾠuniversal ﾠunion ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
reconciliation ﾠof ﾠpeople ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠestablished ﾠand ﾠa ﾠDelphic ﾠUniversity, ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
composition ﾠof ﾠa ﾠunited ﾠmyth ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠtraditions ﾠof ﾠall ﾠpeople. ﾠOut ﾠof ﾠall ﾠ
these ﾠ concepts, ﾠ only ﾠ the ﾠ Delphic ﾠ Festival ﾠ materialised ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ end. ﾠ It ﾠ was ﾠ ﾠ
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repeated ﾠin ﾠ1930. ﾠSubsequently ﾠa ﾠfinancial ﾠcollapse ﾠof ﾠEva ﾠPalmer’s ﾠwealth ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠdissolution ﾠof ﾠher ﾠmarriage ﾠwith ﾠSikelianos ﾠput ﾠan ﾠend ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠthat ﾠ
was ﾠ soon ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑incarnated ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ many ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ drama ﾠ festivals ﾠ
initiated ﾠanywhere ﾠan ﾠancient ﾠtheatre ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠpreserved ﾠ(Mauroleon ﾠ2007: ﾠ64-ﾭ‐‑
5). ﾠ
 ﾠ
After ﾠthe ﾠclimate ﾠof ﾠdisappointment ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠwars ﾠgenerated ﾠand ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠ
failure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDelphic ﾠIdea, ﾠthe ﾠconcept ﾠof ﾠan ﾠinternational ﾠcultural ﾠcentre ﾠwas ﾠ
discussed ﾠwithin ﾠart ﾠand ﾠletters ﾠcircles. ﾠIn ﾠ1957, ﾠGreece ﾠsubmitted ﾠa ﾠformal ﾠplan ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠCouncil ﾠof ﾠEurope ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDelphic ﾠCentre. ﾠIn ﾠ1962, ﾠthe ﾠ
Centre ﾠwas ﾠtaken ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠauspices ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCouncil ﾠof ﾠEurope ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
where ﾠit ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠbuilt ﾠwas ﾠoffered ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate. ﾠIn ﾠ1977, ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠ
Cultural ﾠCentre ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠfounded ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠauspices ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCouncil ﾠof ﾠ
Europe ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠ(plate ﾠ32, ﾠEuropean ﾠCultural ﾠCentre ﾠ
of ﾠDelphi ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Among ﾠthe ﾠCentre’s ﾠstated ﾠaims ﾠwas ﾠto ﾠdevelop ﾠcommon ﾠcultural ﾠfeatures ﾠthat ﾠ
unite ﾠpeople ﾠof ﾠEurope. ﾠTo ﾠachieve ﾠthis, ﾠthe ﾠCentre ﾠmaintains ﾠpremises ﾠwest ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠmodern ﾠsettlement ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠthat ﾠinclude ﾠan ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑air ﾠtheatre, ﾠan ﾠindoor ﾠ
amphitheatre, ﾠ conference ﾠ and ﾠ meeting ﾠ rooms ﾠ and ﾠ accommodation ﾠ and ﾠ food ﾠ
catering ﾠ areas. ﾠ The ﾠ Centre ﾠ organises ﾠ and ﾠ hosts ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ variety ﾠ of ﾠ events ﾠ of ﾠ
international ﾠeffect, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠworld-ﾭ‐‑renowned ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠinternational ﾠmeeting ﾠ
on ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠdrama, ﾠannual ﾠmeetings ﾠof ﾠyoung ﾠartists, ﾠfine ﾠarts ﾠexhibitions, ﾠ
educational ﾠprogrammes, ﾠand ﾠvarious ﾠconferences, ﾠsymposia ﾠand ﾠseminars. ﾠThe ﾠ
Centre ﾠalso ﾠfunds ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠpublications, ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠits ﾠactivities ﾠand ﾠmaintains ﾠ
the ﾠMuseum ﾠof ﾠDelphic ﾠFestivals ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠhouse ﾠof ﾠAggelos ﾠSikelianos ﾠand ﾠ
Eva ﾠ Palmer ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ modern ﾠ settlement ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ It ﾠ also ﾠ maintains ﾠ a ﾠ very ﾠ
important ﾠ collection ﾠ of ﾠ contemporary ﾠ Greek ﾠ sculpture ﾠ (European ﾠ Cultural ﾠ
Centre ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ2011). ﾠ ﾠ
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The ﾠ Prefecture ﾠ of ﾠ Phocida ﾠ hosts ﾠ its ﾠ own ﾠ EEC ﾠ in ﾠ Amphissa. ﾠ In ﾠ two ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
educational ﾠprogrammes ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠis ﾠcurrently ﾠorganising, ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠheritage ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠarea’s ﾠpast ﾠplays ﾠa ﾠsignificant ﾠrole: ﾠThe ﾠOlive. ﾠA ﾠGift ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGods ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
Phocian ﾠ Land ﾠ and ﾠ Geo-ﾭ‐‑Environmental ﾠ -ﾭ‐‑ ﾠG e o -ﾭ‐‑Mythological ﾠ Footpaths ﾠ in ﾠ Phocida. ﾠ
Within ﾠboth ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠprogrammes ﾠstudents ﾠcome ﾠinto ﾠextensive ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
historic ﾠ olive ﾠ grove ﾠ of ﾠ Amphissa, ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Delphic ﾠ Landscape ﾠ and ﾠ basic ﾠ
feature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠSite, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠCorycian ﾠCave ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠport ﾠof ﾠKirra ﾠ(Environmental ﾠEducation ﾠCentre ﾠof ﾠAmphissa ﾠ
2011). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠmodern ﾠsettlement ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠhonours ﾠin ﾠmany ﾠmore ﾠways ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
region ﾠand ﾠtries ﾠto ﾠhelp ﾠvisitors ﾠfrom ﾠall ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠto ﾠenjoy ﾠit. ﾠIt ﾠhosts ﾠthe ﾠ
end ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlong-ﾭ‐‑distance ﾠrun ﾠfrom ﾠPlataies ﾠto ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠback ﾠto ﾠPlataies, ﾠcalled ﾠ
Euchideios’ ﾠ Deed, ﾠ after ﾠ the ﾠ runner ﾠ who ﾠ brought ﾠ sanctified ﾠ flame ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ
sanctuary ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠGreeks ﾠbeat ﾠthe ﾠPersians ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠbattle ﾠof ﾠPlataies. ﾠ
One ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmain ﾠvertical ﾠroads ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠis ﾠcalled ﾠafter ﾠPierre ﾠAmandry, ﾠone ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠFrench ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠdevoted ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠhis ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠFinally, ﾠ
the ﾠ Municipality ﾠ is ﾠ trying ﾠ to ﾠ bring ﾠ tourists ﾠ into ﾠ the ﾠ modern ﾠ settlement ﾠ and ﾠ
prolong ﾠ their ﾠ stay ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ by ﾠ creating ﾠ more ﾠ sites ﾠ of ﾠ interest, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
Museum ﾠof ﾠDelphic ﾠFestivals ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEuropean ﾠCultural ﾠCentre ﾠand ﾠunifying ﾠ
them ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠconstant ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠwagonette ﾠ
that ﾠoffers ﾠfree ﾠtransportation ﾠaround ﾠ the ﾠarea ﾠto ﾠfacilitate ﾠvisitor ﾠcirculation ﾠ
among ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠ(plate ﾠ33). ﾠ
 ﾠ
4.3.2 History and Archaeology 
The ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠexpands ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsteep ﾠsouthern ﾠslope ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠ
Parnassus ﾠoverlooking ﾠthe ﾠPlain ﾠof ﾠKrisa, ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠfertile ﾠarea ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠregion. ﾠ
According ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Homeric ﾠ Hymn ﾠ to ﾠ Apollo, ﾠ a ﾠ Boeotian ﾠ nymph, ﾠ Telphousa, ﾠ ﾠ
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advised ﾠthe ﾠyoung ﾠgod ﾠwho ﾠcame ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠisland ﾠof ﾠDelos ﾠto ﾠfound ﾠhis ﾠtemple ﾠ
on ﾠthe ﾠslopes ﾠof ﾠMount ﾠParnassus. ﾠWhen ﾠApollo ﾠgot ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠhe ﾠfound ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠ
was ﾠalready ﾠoccupied ﾠand ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠfight ﾠwith ﾠPython, ﾠa ﾠdragon-ﾭ‐‑shaped ﾠsnake ﾠto ﾠ
conquer ﾠ it. ﾠ The ﾠ area ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ occupied ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ Neolithic, ﾠ as ﾠ finds ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ
Corycian ﾠCave, ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠproximity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary, ﾠshow. ﾠThe ﾠearliest ﾠremains ﾠ
from ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ sanctuary ﾠ are ﾠ dated ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ fifteenth ﾠ century ﾠ BC. ﾠ The ﾠ
introduction ﾠof ﾠApollo’s ﾠworship ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠdated ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠeighth ﾠcentury ﾠ
BC. ﾠ The ﾠ first ﾠ architectural ﾠ monuments ﾠ that ﾠ are ﾠ safely ﾠ attributable ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
worship ﾠ of ﾠ Apollo ﾠ are ﾠ dated ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ seventh ﾠ century ﾠ BC ﾠ while ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ sixth ﾠ
century ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠalready ﾠan ﾠaltar ﾠand ﾠa ﾠtemple ﾠof ﾠAthena ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
sanctuary ﾠ of ﾠ Athena ﾠ Pronaia. ﾠ The ﾠ sanctuary ﾠ was ﾠ managed ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Delphic ﾠ
Amphictyony, ﾠa ﾠunion ﾠof ﾠpolities, ﾠand ﾠhosted ﾠmusical ﾠgames, ﾠthe ﾠPythia, ﾠwhich ﾠ
later ﾠ included ﾠ gymnastics ﾠ as ﾠ well. ﾠ The ﾠ worship ﾠ of ﾠ Apollo ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ was ﾠ
associated ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ operation ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ oracle, ﾠ which ﾠ soon ﾠ developed ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ
significant ﾠ political ﾠ centre ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ duration ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ
certainly ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ second ﾠ colonial ﾠ expansion ﾠ (sixth ﾠ century ﾠ BC). ﾠ Delphi’s ﾠ
influence ﾠdeclined ﾠwith ﾠtime ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠefforts ﾠof ﾠseveral ﾠRoman ﾠemperors ﾠto ﾠ
revive ﾠits ﾠpast ﾠglory. ﾠBy ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠcentury ﾠAD ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠChristianised ﾠand ﾠ
constituted ﾠthe ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠa ﾠbishop. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsixth ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
seventh ﾠcentury ﾠAD ﾠthe ﾠSlavs ﾠravaged ﾠit. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠfifteenth ﾠcentury ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
earlier ﾠtravellers ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠregion, ﾠCyriacos ﾠof ﾠAncona, ﾠfound ﾠKastri ﾠbuilt ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
ancient ﾠruins ﾠ(Bommelaer ﾠ1991: ﾠ13-ﾭ‐‑24). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠsite ﾠcomprises ﾠtwo ﾠsanctuaries, ﾠone ﾠdedicated ﾠto ﾠApollo ﾠand ﾠone ﾠto ﾠAthena ﾠ
Pronaia, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠother ﾠruins ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠDelphi, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠCastalia ﾠ
spring ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠGymnasium. ﾠWest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwalls ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠApollo, ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ museum ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ was ﾠ built ﾠ in ﾠ 1903, ﾠ extensively ﾠ rebuilt ﾠ and ﾠ
expanded ﾠin ﾠ1958 ﾠand ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠrecently ﾠrenovated ﾠ(2004). ﾠFurther ﾠwest ﾠand ﾠ
east ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ sanctuaries ﾠ lie ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ cemeteries. ﾠ One ﾠ comes ﾠ ﾠ
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across ﾠtombs ﾠcarved ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠnatural ﾠrock ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠedges ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠtown ﾠof ﾠ
Delphi. ﾠImportant ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdecipherment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite’s ﾠruins ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠ
description ﾠby ﾠPausanias ﾠand ﾠother ﾠliterary ﾠsources, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠrich ﾠrecord ﾠof ﾠ
inscriptions ﾠpreserved ﾠin ﾠsitu. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠvisitor ﾠwho ﾠapproaches ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠeast ﾠfirst ﾠcomes ﾠacross ﾠthe ﾠruins ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠAthena ﾠPronaia, ﾠon ﾠa ﾠterrace ﾠright ﾠbelow ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠroad. ﾠ
The ﾠsanctuary ﾠcomprises ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠtwo ﾠtemples ﾠ(one ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
sixth ﾠcentury ﾠBC ﾠand ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠone ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠcentury ﾠBC), ﾠof ﾠaltars, ﾠ
smaller ﾠtreasure ﾠbuildings ﾠ(fifth ﾠcentury ﾠBC ﾠand ﾠsixth ﾠcentury ﾠBC) ﾠand ﾠheroes’ ﾠ
cult ﾠ sites, ﾠ unidentified ﾠ ruins ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ emblematic ﾠ ruins ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Tholos ﾠ
(fourth ﾠcentury ﾠBC, ﾠpartially ﾠreconstructed ﾠin ﾠ1938) ﾠ(Bommelaer ﾠ1991: ﾠ46-ﾭ‐‑71). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Further ﾠon ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠwest ﾠlie ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGymnasium ﾠ(fourth ﾠcentury ﾠBC), ﾠ
developed ﾠon ﾠtwo ﾠparallel ﾠterraces ﾠand ﾠincluding ﾠa ﾠpalaestra, ﾠa ﾠxyste ﾠ(a ﾠroofed ﾠ
course ﾠto ﾠpractice ﾠrunning), ﾠa ﾠparadromis ﾠ(open ﾠcourse) ﾠand ﾠa ﾠloutron ﾠorganised ﾠ
around ﾠan ﾠoutdoor ﾠpool. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠeighteenth ﾠcentury ﾠthe ﾠcatholicon ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmonastery ﾠ
dedicated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠVirgin ﾠMary ﾠwas ﾠerected ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpalaestra. ﾠThe ﾠchurch ﾠ
was ﾠ demolished ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ time ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ excavation ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ wall-ﾭ‐‑painted ﾠ
decoration ﾠwas ﾠtransferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠChristian ﾠand ﾠByzantine ﾠMuseum ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠ
(Bommelaer ﾠ1991: ﾠ72-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Across ﾠthe ﾠwestern ﾠentrance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠGymnasium ﾠlie ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCastalia ﾠ
spring, ﾠfamous ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠfresh ﾠwater ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠharmonious ﾠsound ﾠof ﾠits ﾠflow. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠ
picturesque ﾠsetting ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠPhaedriades ﾠrocks, ﾠthe ﾠtrees ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠspring ﾠlie ﾠthe ﾠ
remains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠfountains, ﾠthree ﾠin ﾠdiachronic ﾠsuccession ﾠ(an ﾠArchaic, ﾠa ﾠ
late ﾠ Hellenistic-ﾭ‐‑Roman ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ modern ﾠ one), ﾠ unfortunately ﾠ often ﾠ inaccessible ﾠ
because ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrisk ﾠof ﾠfalling ﾠrocks ﾠ(Bommelaer ﾠ1991: ﾠ81-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Further ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠwest, ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠlower ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠslope, ﾠone ﾠcomes ﾠacross ﾠmore ﾠ
remains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠDelphi. ﾠOnce ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠtakes ﾠthe ﾠtrail ﾠup ﾠthe ﾠ
slope, ﾠhe/she ﾠcomes ﾠacross ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠRoman ﾠForum, ﾠredeveloped ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
early ﾠChristian ﾠtimes, ﾠand ﾠthrough ﾠit ﾠaccesses ﾠthe ﾠentrance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠ
Apollo ﾠat ﾠits ﾠsouth-ﾭ‐‑eastern ﾠcorner. ﾠThe ﾠsanctuary ﾠdeveloped ﾠon ﾠthree ﾠterraces ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠslope ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠsides ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠuphill ﾠtrail ﾠthat ﾠleads ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠthrough ﾠit. ﾠ
The ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ temple ﾠ of ﾠ Apollo ﾠ still ﾠ stand ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ terrace ﾠ (fourth ﾠ
century ﾠ BC, ﾠ partly ﾠ reconstructed ﾠ in ﾠ 1941) ﾠ across ﾠ its ﾠ monumental ﾠ altar. ﾠ The ﾠ
ancient ﾠtheatre’s ﾠorchestra ﾠoccupies ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠterrace ﾠand ﾠfurther ﾠup ﾠand ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
west ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ top ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ slope ﾠ lies ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ stadium ﾠ (plate ﾠ 34). ﾠ These ﾠ three ﾠ
nuclei ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠworship ﾠare ﾠsurrounded ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠruins, ﾠmany ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠstill ﾠ
unidentified, ﾠ of ﾠ monuments ﾠ dedicated ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ city-ﾭ‐‑states ﾠ that ﾠ dominated ﾠ
political ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠancient ﾠGreece. ﾠThere ﾠare ﾠtreasuries ﾠerected ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠAthenians, ﾠ
the ﾠ Corinthians, ﾠ the ﾠ Sicyonians, ﾠ the ﾠ Thebans, ﾠ monuments ﾠ by ﾠ rulers ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Hellenistic ﾠkingdoms ﾠof ﾠAsia ﾠMinor, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠEumenes ﾠII ﾠand ﾠAttalus ﾠI ﾠor ﾠeven ﾠ
the ﾠRoman ﾠGeneral ﾠAemilius ﾠPaullus ﾠand ﾠother ﾠmonuments ﾠto ﾠcommemorate ﾠ
major ﾠpolitical ﾠevents, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠbattle ﾠof ﾠMarathon ﾠ(490 ﾠBC) ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠvictory ﾠat ﾠ
the ﾠnaval ﾠbattle ﾠof ﾠAegospotami ﾠ(405 ﾠBC) ﾠ(Bommelaer ﾠ1991: ﾠ89-ﾭ‐‑239). ﾠTherefore ﾠ
the ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠApollo ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠtableau ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠhistory ﾠ
for ﾠthe ﾠduration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary’s ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠoracle’s ﾠlife. ﾠDuring ﾠthis ﾠitinerary, ﾠ
the ﾠview ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠsouth ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠgorge ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠformed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠmountainous ﾠ
volumes ﾠ of ﾠ Parnassus ﾠ and ﾠ towards ﾠ the ﾠ Corinthian ﾠ gulf ﾠ is ﾠ breathtaking. ﾠ The ﾠ
natural ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠjustifies ﾠentirely ﾠthe ﾠmythical ﾠconnection ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠNavel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEarth. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠfounded ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠin ﾠ1903 ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠ
donation ﾠby ﾠAndreas ﾠSyngros. ﾠAfter ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠrenovations, ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠrecent ﾠof ﾠ
which ﾠtook ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠ1999, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnow ﾠa ﾠmodern ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠ
presenting ﾠthe ﾠart ﾠof ﾠmainly ﾠthe ﾠArchaic ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠRoman ﾠperiods ﾠas ﾠrepresented ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ
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the ﾠvotives ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠSanctuaries. ﾠVery ﾠlittle, ﾠif ﾠany, ﾠis ﾠsaid ﾠin ﾠit ﾠ
about ﾠ the ﾠ life ﾠ surrounding ﾠ the ﾠ sanctuary. ﾠ Among ﾠ its ﾠ central ﾠ pieces ﾠ are ﾠ the ﾠ
Charioteer, ﾠt h e  ﾠs o -ﾭ‐‑called ﾠ Kleovis ﾠ and ﾠ Viton ﾠ complex ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ Sphinx ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Naxians, ﾠall ﾠvotives ﾠby ﾠindividuals ﾠor ﾠcity-ﾭ‐‑states. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
4.3.3 History of Archaeology 
The ﾠnames ﾠof ﾠ204 ﾠtravellers ﾠare ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠa ﾠlist ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠto ﾠDelphi ﾠbefore ﾠ
1892 ﾠ(Hellman ﾠ1992: ﾠ18-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠEven ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠsystematic ﾠexcavation, ﾠ
in ﾠ1829, ﾠIoannis ﾠCapodistrias, ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠgovernor ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠ(1828-ﾭ‐‑31), ﾠassigned ﾠ
the ﾠexcavation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeast ﾠcemetery ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠGerman ﾠarchitect ﾠEdmund ﾠLaurent ﾠ
(Pentazos ﾠ 1992: ﾠ 55). ﾠ In ﾠ 1830, ﾠ Andreas ﾠ Moustoxydis, ﾠ curator ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ museum ﾠ in ﾠ Aegina, ﾠ reported ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ responsible ﾠ inspector ﾠ
located ﾠimportant ﾠremains ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠasked ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠmeans ﾠto ﾠtransport ﾠthem ﾠ
to ﾠAegina ﾠ(Protopsaltis ﾠ1967: ﾠ139). ﾠIndeed, ﾠin ﾠ1832, ﾠthe ﾠinventory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠ
museum ﾠincluded ﾠantiquities ﾠfrom ﾠDelphi. ﾠIn ﾠ1834 ﾠthe ﾠinhabitants ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ
requested ﾠthat ﾠKing ﾠOtto ﾠshould ﾠbuild ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠto ﾠsafeguard ﾠthe ﾠantiquities. ﾠ
Instead, ﾠ the ﾠ young ﾠ state, ﾠ too ﾠ fragile ﾠ economically ﾠ to ﾠ respond ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ request, ﾠ
forbade ﾠany ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠproperty ﾠas ﾠdowry ﾠwhere ﾠancient ﾠremains ﾠlay ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrepair ﾠ
of ﾠany ﾠhouse. ﾠIn ﾠ1838, ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠtransfer ﾠthe ﾠvillage ﾠbegan. ﾠThese ﾠlasted ﾠfor ﾠhalf ﾠ
a ﾠcentury ﾠ(Pentazos ﾠ1992: ﾠ55-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ1858 ﾠthe ﾠname ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvillage ﾠchanged ﾠofficially ﾠfrom ﾠKastri ﾠto ﾠDelphi. ﾠA ﾠlong ﾠ
period ﾠof ﾠnegotiations ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠand ﾠFrench ﾠgovernments ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠ
right ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠto ﾠexcavate ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠlater ﾠentangled ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠceding ﾠof ﾠconcessions ﾠto ﾠGreece ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠtrade ﾠof ﾠCorinthian ﾠraisins ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠFrench ﾠmarket, ﾠstarted ﾠin ﾠ1880. ﾠTwo ﾠseasons ﾠof ﾠstormy ﾠrain ﾠ(1864 ﾠand ﾠ1866) ﾠ
and ﾠ a ﾠ lethal ﾠ earthquake ﾠ (1870) ﾠ rendered ﾠ the ﾠ issue ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ transfer ﾠ of ﾠ Kastri ﾠ
pressing. ﾠ Despite ﾠ competition ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Society ﾠ in ﾠ Athens, ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ
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Germans, ﾠbriefly, ﾠthe ﾠRussians ﾠand ﾠfinally ﾠthe ﾠAmericans, ﾠthe ﾠfinal ﾠagreement ﾠ
was ﾠ signed ﾠ in ﾠ 1891. ﾠ As ﾠ a ﾠ result ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ agreement, ﾠ the ﾠ expropriation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
properties ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ transfer ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ village ﾠ were ﾠ successfully ﾠ completed ﾠ at ﾠ
considerable ﾠexpense ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠstate. ﾠThe ﾠ‘Grande ﾠFouille’ ﾠstarted ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠ
later, ﾠin ﾠ1892 ﾠ(Amandry ﾠ1992; ﾠPentazos ﾠ1992; ﾠSkorda ﾠ1992). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠexcavation ﾠprogramme ﾠlasted ﾠfor ﾠalmost ﾠten ﾠyears ﾠand ﾠuncovered ﾠextensive ﾠ
areas ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary ﾠof ﾠApollo ﾠ(1892-ﾭ‐‑1901). ﾠIn ﾠ1904 ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠ
surrendered ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠadministration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠ(Bommelaer ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1992: ﾠ206). ﾠ
The ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠhas ﾠmaintained ﾠa ﾠstrong ﾠscientific ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠsince ﾠ
then ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ presence ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠis ﾠ ongoing ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ present ﾠ day. ﾠ Some ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ School ﾠ spent ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ half ﾠ a ﾠ century ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ
bonded ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠDelphians. ﾠUntil ﾠtoday, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠeclectic ﾠ
relations ﾠbetween ﾠFrench ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ the ﾠ course ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ twentieth ﾠ century ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ continued ﾠ
between ﾠsuccesses ﾠand ﾠnatural ﾠor ﾠman-ﾭ‐‑made ﾠdisasters, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠearthquakes ﾠand ﾠ
destructive ﾠfalls ﾠof ﾠrocks ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠPhaedriades ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠworld ﾠwars. ﾠIn ﾠ
1906 ﾠthe ﾠrestoration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠTreasury ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAthenians ﾠwas ﾠcompleted. ﾠAlthough ﾠ
excavations ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠmore ﾠlimited ﾠand ﾠaimed ﾠmore ﾠat ﾠilluminating ﾠresearch ﾠ
problems ﾠ before ﾠ important ﾠ publications ﾠ on ﾠ Archaic ﾠ and ﾠ Classical ﾠ art ﾠ and ﾠ
architecture, ﾠ research ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ ongoing. ﾠ More ﾠ
recently, ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠearlier ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠArchaic ﾠlayers ﾠhave ﾠbecome ﾠthe ﾠfocus ﾠof ﾠ
attention, ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠbecome ﾠavailable ﾠduring ﾠrestoration ﾠworks, ﾠthus ﾠuncovering ﾠ
the ﾠearlier ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsanctuary. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠmeantime, ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠfenced ﾠ(1967), ﾠ
visitor ﾠservices ﾠbecame ﾠavailable ﾠand ﾠentrance ﾠwas ﾠticketed. ﾠMillions ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠ
have ﾠcome ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠemergence ﾠof ﾠmass ﾠtourism ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠaftermath ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠ
World ﾠWar. ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠto ﾠreceive ﾠ
tourists, ﾠwho ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠyet ﾠanother ﾠalteration ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlife ﾠand ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 179 ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ from ﾠ an ﾠ agricultural ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ service-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ economy ﾠ and ﾠ society ﾠ
(Bommelaer ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ1992). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠalmost ﾠdramatically ﾠchanged ﾠonce ﾠmore ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠ
Minister ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠpermitted ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠof ﾠan ﾠaluminium ﾠplant ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
vicinity ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ The ﾠ decision ﾠ was ﾠ greeted ﾠ by ﾠ a ﾠ local, ﾠ national ﾠ and ﾠ
international ﾠ outcry, ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ record ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ Documentation ﾠ Centre ﾠ of ﾠ
ICOMOS ﾠtestifies. ﾠAfter ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠlobbying ﾠand ﾠmotions ﾠput ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠand ﾠ
European ﾠ parliaments, ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ inscription ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ World ﾠ Heritage ﾠ List ﾠ was ﾠ
deferred ﾠuntil ﾠthe ﾠdecision ﾠto ﾠbuild ﾠthe ﾠplant ﾠat ﾠanother ﾠlocation ﾠwas ﾠtaken. ﾠAt ﾠ
that ﾠpoint ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠgovernment ﾠgave ﾠin; ﾠthe ﾠaluminium ﾠplant ﾠwas ﾠmoved ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠinscribed ﾠin ﾠUNESCO’s ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠ
List ﾠin ﾠ1987 ﾠ(ICOMOS ﾠDocumentation ﾠCentre ﾠDelphi ﾠfiles). ﾠIronically, ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠ
aluminium ﾠcompany ﾠpartly ﾠfunded ﾠthe ﾠpublication ﾠof ﾠa ﾠvolume ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeology ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠof ﾠAntiquities ﾠ
of ﾠDelphi ﾠin ﾠ1992 ﾠ(Picard ﾠ1992). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Since ﾠ the ﾠ 1990s ﾠ Delphi ﾠ has ﾠ always ﾠ been ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ top ﾠ ten ﾠ most ﾠ visited ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠrating ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠthird ﾠand ﾠeighth ﾠposition ﾠin ﾠ
visitor ﾠnumbers. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠyear ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠ
Delphi ﾠnearly ﾠwent ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠtop ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlist ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠ(3rd ﾠin ﾠ2003) ﾠ
was ﾠ the ﾠ year ﾠ its ﾠ museum ﾠ was ﾠ closed. ﾠ This ﾠ demonstrates ﾠ that ﾠ although ﾠ
inextricably ﾠconnected, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠvisitors ﾠwho ﾠvisit ﾠeither ﾠonly ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠonly ﾠ
the ﾠmuseum. ﾠWhen ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠchoice ﾠfor ﾠvisitors ﾠwas ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠvisitation ﾠ
numbers ﾠwere ﾠsignificantly ﾠhigher ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠother ﾠyears ﾠ(by ﾠ18.5%). ﾠVisits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
site ﾠ fell ﾠ even ﾠ more ﾠ significantly ﾠ (by ﾠ 22.5%) ﾠ when ﾠ the ﾠ new ﾠ museum ﾠ opened ﾠ
(Hellenic ﾠStatistical ﾠAuthority ﾠ2011b). ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 7 Visitor numbers to the arch. site and museum of Delphi from 1998 to 2007 
(Hellenic Statistical Authority 2011b) 
 ﾠ
Overall ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠsteady ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
museum ﾠ (figure ﾠ 7). ﾠ If ﾠ one ﾠ excludes ﾠ 2003 ﾠ and ﾠ 2004 ﾠ (the ﾠ museum ﾠ closed ﾠ in ﾠ
middle ﾠ of ﾠ January ﾠ 2003 ﾠ and ﾠ reopened ﾠ in ﾠ August ﾠ 2004 ﾠ for ﾠ renovation), ﾠ the ﾠ
difference ﾠvaries ﾠbetween ﾠ21% ﾠ(1998) ﾠand ﾠ37% ﾠ(2000) ﾠand ﾠbetween ﾠ25% ﾠ(2005) ﾠ
and ﾠ 30% ﾠ (2006), ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ museum ﾠ reopened. ﾠ Trends ﾠ in ﾠ visiting ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠhave ﾠvaried ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠten ﾠyears. ﾠThe ﾠyear ﾠ1999 ﾠsaw ﾠa ﾠ
decline ﾠof ﾠ48% ﾠin ﾠvisitors ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠrise ﾠsince ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠslower ﾠ(18% ﾠin ﾠ2000, ﾠ
8% ﾠ decline ﾠ in ﾠ 2001, ﾠ 37% ﾠrise ﾠin ﾠ 2002 ﾠ and ﾠ 18% ﾠ further ﾠ rise ﾠ in ﾠ 2003 ﾠ and ﾠ 22% ﾠ
decline ﾠagain ﾠin ﾠ2004, ﾠas ﾠmentioned ﾠabove). ﾠIn ﾠ2005, ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠanother ﾠsmall ﾠ
decline ﾠ(3%). ﾠVisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠrose ﾠagain ﾠin ﾠ2006 ﾠby ﾠ11% ﾠbut ﾠfall ﾠagain ﾠin ﾠ2007 ﾠ
by ﾠdouble ﾠthe ﾠpercentage ﾠ(22%). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠ visiting ﾠ trends ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ calendar ﾠ year ﾠ (figure ﾠ 8), ﾠ the ﾠ picture ﾠi s  ﾠ
more ﾠor ﾠless ﾠreplicated ﾠfrom ﾠ1998. ﾠIn ﾠ2007, ﾠthe ﾠpicture ﾠwas ﾠmore ﾠor ﾠless ﾠthe ﾠ
same, ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠrise ﾠthat ﾠstarted ﾠin ﾠJanuary, ﾠculminated ﾠin ﾠMay ﾠand ﾠafter ﾠa ﾠbrief ﾠ
fall, ﾠrose ﾠagain ﾠin ﾠAugust ﾠor ﾠSeptember ﾠto ﾠfollow ﾠa ﾠdecline ﾠuntil ﾠDecember; ﾠan ﾠ
annual ﾠ trend ﾠ very ﾠ similar ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ observed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ
Philippi ﾠ(see ﾠ4.1.3) ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠfigures. ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 8 Visitor numbers to the arch. site and museum in Delphi in 2007 (Hellenic 
Statistical Authority 2011b) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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4.4 The Nature of the Three Communities   
Further ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠthat ﾠhistory, ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠsites ﾠprovide, ﾠcrosstabulations ﾠof ﾠindependent ﾠvariables ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpopulation ﾠ
survey ﾠhighlight ﾠsocial ﾠfeatures ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠThese ﾠdetermine ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠgreat ﾠextent, ﾠas ﾠ
further ﾠanalysis ﾠdemonstrates ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠTherefore, ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠdiscussed ﾠhere ﾠto ﾠ
illuminate ﾠhow ﾠeach ﾠvariable ﾠhas ﾠinfluenced ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ
in ﾠgeneral. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠgender, ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠno ﾠdiscrepancies ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠ
genders ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠpossible ﾠto ﾠdiscern ﾠdifferences ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠ
local ﾠ communities ﾠ attributable ﾠ to ﾠ it. ﾠ However, ﾠ it ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ other ﾠ
independent ﾠ variables, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ employment ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ cases ﾠ of ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠand ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠresidence ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Gender ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠemployment ﾠcondition ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(figure ﾠ9, ﾠtable ﾠ5) ﾠ
and ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ (figure ﾠ 10, ﾠ table ﾠ 6) ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ way. ﾠ More ﾠ females ﾠ are ﾠ
unemployed. ﾠTwo ﾠthirds ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠemployed ﾠpopulation ﾠare ﾠmale ﾠand ﾠtwo ﾠthirds ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠunemployed ﾠpopulation ﾠare ﾠfemale. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 9 Gender by employment condition in Krenides (n= 98)  ﾠ
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This ﾠ result ﾠ attributed ﾠ to ﾠ male ﾠ participants ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ politically, ﾠ
economically ﾠand ﾠsocially ﾠactive ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠto ﾠfemales ﾠ
the ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠtending ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠrestricted ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfamily ﾠhousehold. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi ﾠ
the ﾠsituation ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠmore ﾠequal ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠgenders ﾠand ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠno ﾠ
correlation. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 10 Gender by employment condition in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
Gender ﾠalso ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠresidence ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠMore ﾠ
females ﾠhad ﾠlived ﾠfor ﾠless ﾠthan ﾠ10 ﾠyears ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(figure ﾠ11, ﾠtable ﾠ7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 11 Gender by years of residence in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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More ﾠfemales ﾠhad ﾠlived ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠfor ﾠ11 ﾠto ﾠ25 ﾠyears ﾠ(figure ﾠ12, ﾠtable ﾠ8). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 12 Gender by years of residence in Delphi (n= 84) 
 ﾠ
These ﾠresults ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠindicate ﾠthat ﾠfemales ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠwho ﾠmove ﾠto ﾠmales’ ﾠ
houses ﾠafter ﾠmarriage, ﾠwhich ﾠmight ﾠmean ﾠa ﾠstronger ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠlocality ﾠfor ﾠmales ﾠ
than ﾠfemales. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠit ﾠbecame ﾠobvious ﾠ
that ﾠwhether ﾠsomeone ﾠcame ﾠfrom ﾠDispilio ﾠor ﾠthey ﾠgot ﾠmarried ﾠto ﾠsomeone ﾠwho ﾠ
came ﾠfrom ﾠthere, ﾠstrongly ﾠinfluenced ﾠtheir ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠEven ﾠpeople ﾠ
who ﾠhad ﾠlived ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠlast ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlives ﾠthere ﾠemphasised ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠ come ﾠ from ﾠ elsewhere ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ of ﾠ duration ﾠ of ﾠ living ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
community. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ therefore ﾠ likely ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ participants’ ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeology ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠbeen ﾠinfluenced ﾠby ﾠwhether ﾠthey ﾠcome ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠor ﾠ
they ﾠwere ﾠmarried ﾠinto ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ 65 ﾠ years ﾠ old ﾠ and ﾠ over ﾠ had ﾠ only ﾠ a ﾠ basic ﾠ
educational ﾠbackground ﾠ(figure ﾠ13, ﾠtable ﾠ9). ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠfewer ﾠparticipants ﾠfrom ﾠ
18 ﾠto ﾠ39 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠhad ﾠonly ﾠa ﾠbasic ﾠeducational ﾠbackground ﾠ(figure ﾠ14, ﾠtable ﾠ10). ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 13 Age by educational level in Krenides (n= 98)  
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠlower ﾠpercentage ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠfrom ﾠ40 ﾠto ﾠ64 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠwho ﾠ
had ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠless ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠDispilio ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠ
longer ﾠ school ﾠ attendance ﾠ was ﾠ achieved ﾠ 50 ﾠ to ﾠ 25 ﾠ years ﾠ ago ﾠ (1960s ﾠ and ﾠ on), ﾠ
bearing ﾠin ﾠmind ﾠthat ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠis ﾠ12 ﾠyears ﾠlong. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 14 Age by educational level in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠDispilio, ﾠlonger ﾠschool ﾠattendance ﾠaffected ﾠparticipants ﾠbetween ﾠ18 ﾠand ﾠ39 ﾠ
years ﾠold ﾠand ﾠindicated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠsituation ﾠhad ﾠimproved ﾠmore ﾠrecently, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
last ﾠ25 ﾠyears ﾠ(1985 ﾠand ﾠon). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDelphi, ﾠas ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠfewer ﾠparticipants ﾠfrom ﾠ18 ﾠto ﾠ39 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠhad ﾠonly ﾠ
basic ﾠeducational ﾠeducational ﾠattainment ﾠ(figure ﾠ15, ﾠtable ﾠ11). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 15 Age by educational level in Delphi (n= 83) 
 ﾠ
One ﾠcannot ﾠfail ﾠto ﾠnotice ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠsituation ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠvery ﾠdifferent ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
other ﾠtwo ﾠsites. ﾠDelphi ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠpercentage ﾠof ﾠgraduates ﾠof ﾠ
more ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠages ﾠfrom ﾠ40 ﾠto ﾠ64 ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsmallest ﾠ
discrepancy ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ percentages ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ age ﾠ group ﾠ of ﾠ 65 ﾠ year-ﾭ‐‑olds ﾠ and ﾠ more, ﾠ
indicating ﾠthat ﾠlonger ﾠschool ﾠattendance ﾠstarted ﾠeven ﾠearlier ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠ1960s, ﾠas ﾠ
in ﾠKrenides. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠabove ﾠresults ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠeffects ﾠare ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠexplicitly ﾠdemonstrated ﾠin ﾠa ﾠ
comparison ﾠof ﾠfrequencies ﾠof ﾠall ﾠlevels ﾠof ﾠeducation ﾠin ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠstudy ﾠ(figure ﾠ
16, ﾠtable ﾠ4). ﾠIn ﾠthis ﾠcase ﾠone ﾠcan ﾠidentify ﾠthe ﾠsimilarities ﾠbetween ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ
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Dispilio ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠdifferences ﾠto ﾠDelphi. ﾠThe ﾠlatter ﾠcommunity ﾠhas ﾠthe ﾠfewest ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠonly ﾠgraduated ﾠprimary ﾠschool ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠfew ﾠclasses ﾠof ﾠ
primary ﾠschool ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠgraduated ﾠhigh ﾠschool ﾠor ﾠ
any ﾠpost-ﾭ‐‑secondary ﾠeducation, ﾠmainly ﾠuniversities. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 16 'What is the highest educational level you have reached?' 
 
Age ﾠalso ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠattendance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides. ﾠ More ﾠ participants ﾠ from ﾠ 65 ﾠ years ﾠ and ﾠ older ﾠ attended ﾠ the ﾠ Festival ﾠ
rarely ﾠor ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears ﾠ(figure ﾠ17, ﾠtable ﾠ12). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 17 Age by frequency of attendance to the Philippi Festival in Krenides (n= 86) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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This ﾠresult ﾠdemonstrated ﾠhow ﾠage, ﾠeither ﾠfor ﾠhealth, ﾠmobility, ﾠgeneral ﾠretreat ﾠ
from ﾠ social ﾠ life ﾠ after ﾠ retirement, ﾠ educational ﾠ or ﾠ other ﾠ reasons, ﾠ influences ﾠ
participation ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠlocal ﾠ cultural ﾠ landscape ﾠ and ﾠ potentially ﾠ the ﾠ appreciation ﾠ
and ﾠoverall ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠand ﾠis ﾠsimilar ﾠto ﾠ
Merriman’s ﾠ findings ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ less ﾠ frequent ﾠ engagement ﾠ of ﾠ older ﾠ people ﾠ with ﾠ
cultural ﾠheritage ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠemployment, ﾠa ﾠdetailed ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfrequencies ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdifferent ﾠ
employment ﾠsectors ﾠexplains ﾠinferences ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdifferences ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
economies ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠsites. ﾠSimilarities ﾠbetween ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠ
their ﾠdifferences ﾠto ﾠDelphi ﾠbecome ﾠevident ﾠ(figure ﾠ18, ﾠtable ﾠ3). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 18 ‘What is your occupation?’ 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ more ﾠ unemployed ﾠ participants ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ
education ﾠor ﾠless ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠgraduated ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
compulsory ﾠeducation ﾠ(figure ﾠ19, ﾠtable ﾠ13). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 19 Employment condition by educational level in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ fewer ﾠ unemployed ﾠ participants ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ
compulsory ﾠeducation ﾠ(figure ﾠ20, ﾠtable ﾠ14). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 20 Employment condition by educational level in Delphi (n= 83) 
 ﾠ
These ﾠresults ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠone ﾠout ﾠof ﾠthree ﾠemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠand ﾠ
two ﾠthirds ﾠof ﾠunemployed ﾠones, ﾠor ﾠhalf ﾠand ﾠfour ﾠfifths ﾠrespectively, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠ
of ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ had ﾠ only ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ or ﾠ less, ﾠ and ﾠ
provided ﾠan ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeducational ﾠbackground ﾠof ﾠemployed ﾠand ﾠ
unemployed ﾠparticipants. ﾠ ﾠ
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Regarding ﾠ the ﾠ years ﾠ of ﾠ residence ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community, ﾠ it ﾠ
became ﾠ obvious ﾠ that ﾠ long-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠ residents ﾠ dominated ﾠ the ﾠ sample ﾠ in ﾠ all ﾠ cases ﾠ
(figure ﾠ21, ﾠtable ﾠ15). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 21 'For how many years in total have you lived in Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi?' 
 ﾠ
Further ﾠelaboration ﾠof ﾠparticipants’ ﾠcomments ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠ
these ﾠ features ﾠ play ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ
communities. ﾠ In ﾠ regards ﾠ to ﾠ Dispilio’s ﾠ local ﾠ economy ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.2.1 ﾠ and ﾠ 5.1.3), ﾠ
participants’ ﾠrepeated ﾠcomments ﾠindicated ﾠan ﾠidiosyncratic ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity ﾠwith ﾠmoney. ﾠMembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠalso ﾠreferred ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠproblem ﾠcaused ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠdecline ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠas ﾠ‘acute’. ﾠA ﾠ
comment ﾠ by ﾠ a ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Association ﾠ offered ﾠ more ﾠ
insight ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsituation. ﾠHe ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠlocals ﾠwere ﾠobsessed ﾠwith ﾠmoney ﾠpartly ﾠ
because ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠincreasing ﾠfailure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠand ﾠpartly ﾠbecause ﾠDispilio ﾠ
used ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠgambling ﾠcentre, ﾠwhen ﾠpeople ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠmoney. ﾠHe ﾠadded ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠlazy; ﾠit ﾠis ﾠa ﾠcommon ﾠtactic ﾠto ﾠsell ﾠa ﾠfield ﾠevery ﾠfew ﾠyears ﾠso ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠcan ﾠsit ﾠaround ﾠuntil ﾠthey ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠworry ﾠabout ﾠmoney ﾠagain. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthis ﾠcontext, ﾠone ﾠunderstands ﾠparticipants’ ﾠstatements ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠa ﾠ
‘clique’, ﾠa ﾠ‘closed ﾠsystem’, ﾠand ﾠa ﾠway ﾠto ﾠobtain ﾠmoney. ﾠOthers ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeological ﾠ project ﾠ as ﾠ ‘pits ﾠ that ﾠ make ﾠ money ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists’, ﾠ in ﾠ
relation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠhigh ﾠsums ﾠincluded ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠsigns. ﾠSuch ﾠcomments ﾠwere ﾠ
usually ﾠexpressed ﾠwith ﾠcontempt ﾠand ﾠbrought ﾠup ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠcorruption ﾠand ﾠ
speculation, ﾠproblems ﾠstrongly ﾠassociated ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology, ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠso ﾠafter ﾠ
a ﾠscandal ﾠinvolving ﾠthe ﾠGeneral ﾠSecretary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠbroke ﾠin ﾠ
December ﾠ2007, ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠmonths ﾠbefore ﾠfieldwork ﾠtook ﾠplace. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠattention ﾠwas ﾠmore ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠpotential ﾠincome ﾠfrom ﾠinvesting ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtourism ﾠindustry. ﾠThere ﾠwas ﾠactually ﾠ
no ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcost ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks, ﾠagain ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠ
comments ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ receiving ﾠ a ﾠ share ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite’s ﾠand ﾠmuseum ﾠreceipts ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠAny ﾠcontempt ﾠexpressed ﾠ
regarded ﾠthe ﾠcondition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠwas ﾠclearly ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ while ﾠ university ﾠ and ﾠ foreign ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ enjoyed ﾠ
broad ﾠ acceptance ﾠ and ﾠ admiration ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ for ﾠ their ﾠ persistence ﾠ in ﾠ
researching ﾠ‘their ﾠsite’. ﾠThis ﾠattitude ﾠalluded ﾠto ﾠDeltsiou’s ﾠconclusions ﾠ(2009) ﾠon ﾠ
how ﾠthe ﾠhalting ﾠof ﾠfurther ﾠresearch ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠSikyon ﾠ
by ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService, ﾠas ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠDelphi ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠ
influenced ﾠlocals’ ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠperceived ﾠdevaluation ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠheritage ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
state ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.7). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ social ﾠ implications ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ above ﾠ become ﾠ obvious ﾠ in ﾠ all ﾠ cases. ﾠ Early ﾠ
association ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ foreign ﾠ archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ influx ﾠ of ﾠ
international ﾠtourists ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠ1950s ﾠhave ﾠshaped ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠfeatures ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
community ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠThe ﾠcurrent ﾠissue ﾠregards ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠdivision ﾠcreated ﾠby ﾠ
unequal ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠeight-ﾭ‐‑months ﾠcontract ﾠjobs ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠstate. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠonly ﾠthe ﾠowner ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbusiness ﾠright ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ
benefits ﾠfrom ﾠtourists ﾠfor ﾠnow. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠconsequence, ﾠcoffee ﾠshop ﾠowners ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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village ﾠspoke ﾠagainst ﾠhim ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtourist ﾠagents ﾠfor ﾠ‘not ﾠallowing ﾠ[sic]’ ﾠtourists ﾠ
to ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠThere ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠwas ﾠprimarily ﾠfocused ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠ
tour ﾠagents ﾠand ﾠguides ﾠmanaged ﾠvisitors. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠindustry ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠdeveloped ﾠeither. ﾠEven ﾠthe ﾠcoffee ﾠshop-ﾭ‐‑
restaurant ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠoperate ﾠregularly ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠof ﾠfieldwork ﾠ
(August ﾠ 2008). ﾠ Members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ
character ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠas ﾠ‘introvert’ ﾠand ﾠassociated ﾠit ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy; ﾠthe ﾠ
long ﾠhours ﾠof ﾠindividual ﾠwork ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry, ﾠin ﾠa ﾠnoisy ﾠenvironment, ﾠthat ﾠ
did ﾠnot ﾠencourage ﾠcommunication. ﾠAnother ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠaffected ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity ﾠwas, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠformer ﾠworker ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠindustry ﾠand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠ
noted, ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠchildren ﾠused ﾠto ﾠleave ﾠschool ﾠafter ﾠprimary ﾠeducation ﾠto ﾠ
work. ﾠ These ﾠ phenomena ﾠ relate ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ receptiveness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ ability ﾠ to ﾠ appreciate ﾠ local ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ above ﾠ on ﾠ
educational ﾠlevel). ﾠ
 ﾠ
There ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠacute ﾠdrug ﾠand ﾠdrinking ﾠproblems ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠas ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠyouth ﾠpointed ﾠout. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠof ﾠfieldwork, ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠorganised ﾠa ﾠmusic ﾠ
concert ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠraising ﾠawareness ﾠlocally ﾠon ﾠdrug ﾠuse. ﾠThey ﾠinvited ﾠthe ﾠ
university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ to ﾠ give ﾠ an ﾠ introductory ﾠ talk ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ event; ﾠ an ﾠ
indication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam’s ﾠauthoritative ﾠrole, ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠchallenges, ﾠ
as ﾠ perceived ﾠ especially ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ younger ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ community. ﾠ One ﾠ of ﾠ
them ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠstudent ﾠof ﾠMedicine ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠUniversity ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠwhile ﾠanother ﾠ
had ﾠstudied ﾠconservation ﾠin ﾠThessaloniki ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠThe ﾠabove ﾠin ﾠcombination ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠyear ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠgeneration ﾠof ﾠlocals ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠborn ﾠ
after ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ started ﾠ will ﾠ become ﾠ adult ﾠ could ﾠ be ﾠ seen ﾠ to ﾠ constitute ﾠ
marker ﾠ points ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ improved ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Another ﾠ feature ﾠ that ﾠ was ﾠ more ﾠ obvious ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ than ﾠ in ﾠ any ﾠ other ﾠ
community ﾠ was ﾠ suspicion. ﾠ The ﾠ locals’ ﾠ suspicion ﾠ took ﾠ many ﾠ directions; ﾠ the ﾠ
municipality, ﾠthe ﾠproject, ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠthe ﾠfindings ﾠgo, ﾠetc. ﾠThis ﾠmight ﾠexplain ﾠthe ﾠ
distinction ﾠparticipants ﾠoften ﾠmade ﾠbetween ﾠlocals ﾠand ﾠnewcomers. ﾠParticipants ﾠ
who ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠoriginally ﾠfrom ﾠDispilio ﾠmade ﾠsure ﾠto ﾠnote ﾠtheir ﾠprovenance ﾠeven ﾠ
if ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠfor ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlives ﾠ(see ﾠabove). ﾠLocals ﾠ
originating ﾠfrom ﾠDispilio ﾠoften ﾠaccused ﾠnewcomers ﾠof ﾠnot ﾠassimilating ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
rest. ﾠThis ﾠcarefully ﾠmarked ﾠdistinction ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠintroversion ﾠand ﾠhesitation ﾠ
towards ﾠthe ﾠ‘other’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ described ﾠ their ﾠ settlement ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
‘passage’. ﾠThis ﾠdescription ﾠattributes ﾠa ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠpassivity, ﾠmaybe ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠ
claim ﾠintroversion ﾠindeed, ﾠand ﾠinternal ﾠstillness. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠinteresting ﾠhere ﾠto ﾠdraw ﾠa ﾠ
comparison ﾠwith ﾠKrenides. ﾠThere ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠ
promote ﾠthe ﾠidentity ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ‘crossroad ﾠof ﾠcivilisations’, ﾠobviously ﾠreferring ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠglory ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠdue ﾠrespect ﾠand ﾠpride. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠsettlements, ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠKrenides ﾠhad ﾠ
the ﾠ opportunity ﾠ from ﾠ quite ﾠ early ﾠ on ﾠ to ﾠ host ﾠ important ﾠ cultural ﾠ events. ﾠ The ﾠ
Delphic ﾠFestival ﾠ(see ﾠ4.3.1) ﾠmade ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠthe ﾠcentre ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry’s ﾠcultural ﾠlife ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠinter-ﾭ‐‑war ﾠperiod ﾠand ﾠbrought ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠeminent ﾠGreeks ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠvillage. ﾠThe ﾠ
impact ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Sikelianos ﾠ couple ﾠ was ﾠ still ﾠ felt ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ house, ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ now ﾠ a ﾠ
‘Museum ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDelphic ﾠFestivals’, ﾠbut ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠso ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠimagination, ﾠas ﾠ
participants’ ﾠparents’ ﾠand ﾠgrandparents’ ﾠnarrations ﾠrevealed. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Even ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠshort ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDelphic ﾠFestival ﾠwas ﾠover, ﾠthe ﾠclose ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠ French ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ exposed ﾠ and ﾠ sensitised ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ
foreign ﾠculture. ﾠThe ﾠfamilies ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠcloser ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠdrew ﾠpride ﾠfrom ﾠ
this ﾠprivileged ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠforeign ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠA ﾠformer ﾠworker ﾠ ﾠ
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even ﾠquoted ﾠGreek ﾠpoetry ﾠwith ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠDelphi. ﾠThe ﾠdaughter ﾠof ﾠa ﾠforeman ﾠ
told ﾠ me ﾠ with ﾠ great ﾠ pride ﾠ that ﾠ P. ﾠ Amandry, ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ eminent ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwho ﾠresearched ﾠDelphi, ﾠwas ﾠher ﾠgodfather. ﾠShe ﾠnarrated ﾠthat ﾠher ﾠ
parents ﾠsent ﾠher ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠin ﾠAthens ﾠunder ﾠhis ﾠinfluence ﾠand ﾠso ﾠshe ﾠ
became ﾠa ﾠFrench ﾠteacher ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠLocals ﾠalso ﾠdrew ﾠpride ﾠby ﾠpointing ﾠout ﾠthe ﾠ
exact ﾠlocation ﾠwhere ﾠtheir ﾠfamily’s ﾠhouse ﾠused ﾠto ﾠstand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site. ﾠ Participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ exhibited ﾠ greater ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ survey, ﾠ made ﾠ
suggestions ﾠand ﾠextended ﾠtheir ﾠcomments ﾠbeyond ﾠthe ﾠscope ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠquestions, ﾠ
thus ﾠdemonstrating ﾠan ﾠembedded ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmatters ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠ
area ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠpossibly ﾠtook ﾠup ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠpart ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠlives. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠongoing ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠbrought ﾠthe ﾠ
locals ﾠinto ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠdrama ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠsignificant ﾠfigures ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Greek ﾠtheatrical ﾠscene. ﾠThis ﾠimpact ﾠhas ﾠstarted ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠinitiatives ﾠtaken ﾠ
locally ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠHERAC, ﾠthe ﾠhosting ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprefecture’s ﾠEEC ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠactive ﾠpursuit ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠinscription ﾠto ﾠUNESCO’s ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠ
List. ﾠEach ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠinitiatives ﾠhas ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠof ﾠKrenides. ﾠThe ﾠ
impact ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠarchaeological ﾠteams ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠworked ﾠthere ﾠfrom ﾠtime ﾠto ﾠ
time ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠfelt ﾠas ﾠbroadly ﾠas ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides ﾠtoo, ﾠsome ﾠlocals ﾠdrew ﾠ
pride ﾠfrom ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠfelt ﾠas ﾠa ﾠprivileged ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠ
because ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠused ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠbreakfast ﾠat ﾠtheir ﾠcoffee ﾠshop ﾠor ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠ
used ﾠto ﾠrent ﾠtheir ﾠhouse. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠ
restricted ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠuses ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠis: ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠ
Fair, ﾠschool ﾠgymnastic ﾠperformances, ﾠfootball ﾠgames ﾠetc. ﾠ(Touloumis ﾠ2008: ﾠ33-ﾭ‐‑
5). ﾠThe ﾠAscension ﾠFair ﾠstill ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠprominent ﾠcultural ﾠoccasion, ﾠ
one ﾠthat ﾠbrings ﾠDispilio ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠattention ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprefecture ﾠ(Cultural ﾠ
Association ﾠ1994: ﾠ33-ﾭ‐‑40). ﾠIts ﾠfolk ﾠcharacter ﾠreflects ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠinfluences ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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local ﾠcommunity. ﾠThe ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
attributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch’s ﾠrepresentative ﾠalso ﾠenforces ﾠthis ﾠinference. ﾠA ﾠ
participant’s ﾠ statement ﾠ that ﾠ she ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ want ﾠ to ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ we ﾠ come ﾠ from ﾠ
animals ﾠ[sic] ﾠbut ﾠshe ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠwe ﾠcome ﾠfrom ﾠGod ﾠreflected ﾠthis. ﾠAccording ﾠ
to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ sources, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ church ﾠ representative ﾠ ‘theorised’ ﾠ his ﾠ
objections ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠproject ﾠby ﾠpreaching ﾠthat ﾠChrist ﾠbrought ﾠculture ﾠ
to ﾠ earth ﾠ and ﾠ therefore ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ research ﾠ Satan’s ﾠ works, ﾠ since ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ
interested ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpre-ﾭ‐‑Christian ﾠpast. ﾠWhile ﾠone ﾠcannot ﾠclaim ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠattitude ﾠ
was ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠperceptions ﾠ
slowly ﾠchange ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠsee ﾠthe ﾠrising ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠvisitors, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠ
a ﾠ former ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ said, ﾠ it ﾠ revealed ﾠ the ﾠ existence ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ rather ﾠ
conservative ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠlocals. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Delphi ﾠis ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠspectrum. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠforeign ﾠshop ﾠowner ﾠsaid ﾠin ﾠ
Delphi, ﾠpeople ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑minded ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠsocialise ﾠwith ﾠfore igners  ﾠ
from ﾠa ﾠyoung ﾠage. ﾠChildren ﾠlearn ﾠforeign ﾠlanguages ﾠearly ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠwork ﾠat ﾠtheir ﾠ
parents’ ﾠbusinesses ﾠfrom ﾠan ﾠearly ﾠage ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠbecome ﾠresponsible ﾠand ﾠnot ﾠ
spoiled. ﾠ She ﾠ also ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ negative ﾠ consequences ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ above ﾠ that ﾠ
became ﾠobvious ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠshop ﾠowners ﾠreacted ﾠto ﾠancient ﾠdrama ﾠperformances ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ new ﾠ theatre. ﾠ Although ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ was ﾠ waiting ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
performances ﾠfor ﾠmany ﾠyears, ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠone ﾠwas ﾠclosed ﾠfor ﾠconservation ﾠ
and ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠtime ﾠthe ﾠnew ﾠone ﾠwas ﾠcompleted, ﾠthey ﾠprotested ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠ
stay ﾠopen ﾠlate ﾠand ﾠwait ﾠfor ﾠvisitors ﾠto ﾠcome ﾠback ﾠto ﾠtown ﾠto ﾠshop. ﾠParticipants ﾠ
even ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠlong-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠvisitors ﾠhad ﾠweakened ﾠthe ﾠ
community’s ﾠsocial ﾠcohesion. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠdifferences ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠdeal ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠdiscussed ﾠelsewhere ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠworth ﾠnoting ﾠthat ﾠ
members ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠreported ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠenjoyed ﾠmore ﾠ ﾠ
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support ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ Community ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ Another ﾠ indication ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ
nature ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠa ﾠformer ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠ
said ﾠthat ﾠeverything ﾠfailed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠattempt ﾠbut ﾠafter ﾠa ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠyears, ﾠefforts ﾠ
were ﾠsuccessful; ﾠa ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠa ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠresistance ﾠto ﾠchange. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Indeed, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDispilio, ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠmany ﾠthings ﾠhave ﾠchanged ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
last ﾠthirty ﾠyears. ﾠThere ﾠused ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠfarming, ﾠfishing, ﾠreed ﾠcollection ﾠand ﾠweaving, ﾠ
swimming, ﾠfootball ﾠplaying, ﾠschool ﾠgymnastics’ ﾠperformances, ﾠboat ﾠconnection ﾠ
to ﾠKastoria, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠFair ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠ(Cultural ﾠAssociation: ﾠ33-ﾭ‐‑40; ﾠ
Touloumis ﾠ 2008: ﾠ 33-ﾭ‐‑5). ﾠ In ﾠ recent ﾠ years, ﾠ extensive ﾠ pollution ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ lake, ﾠ
environmentalists’ ﾠ interventions, ﾠ and ﾠ designation ﾠ of ﾠ land ﾠ use ﾠ for ﾠ urban ﾠ
planning ﾠhas ﾠhalted ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠactivity. ﾠGreater ﾠchanges, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠ
cars ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠchange ﾠin ﾠbuilding ﾠmaterials ﾠhas ﾠrendered ﾠboats ﾠand ﾠreeds ﾠirrelevant ﾠ
to ﾠmodern ﾠlife. ﾠTherefore ﾠthe ﾠoccupation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠ
in ﾠa ﾠway ﾠcoincided ﾠin ﾠtime ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠchanges ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠa ﾠspace ﾠthat ﾠ
until ﾠthen ﾠhad ﾠplayed ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
community ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠprobably ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠdefinitive ﾠelement ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠlocal ﾠidentity, ﾠthe ﾠlakeside ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcommunity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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CHAPTER FIVE. GREEK ARCHAEOLOGY AND LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES TODAY - AN ANALYSIS 
5.1  The  Relationship  Between  Archaeology  and  Local 
Communities 
5.1.1 Introduction 
This ﾠ section ﾠ addresses ﾠ the ﾠ key ﾠ areas ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ research, ﾠ having ﾠ examined ﾠ the ﾠ
history ﾠand ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠ Greek ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠinterface ﾠ
between ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠpeople ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠpast ﾠas ﾠit ﾠcurrently ﾠstands. ﾠThis ﾠchapter ﾠ
considers ﾠ the ﾠ existing ﾠ relationships, ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ extensive ﾠ fieldwork ﾠ and ﾠ
investigation ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ three ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ outlined ﾠ in ﾠ Chapter ﾠ Four, ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ
understand ﾠ better ﾠ the ﾠ present ﾠ and ﾠ future ﾠ state ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠrelationship ﾠis ﾠapproached ﾠhere ﾠin ﾠthree ﾠways: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
First, ﾠ the ﾠ overall ﾠ relationship ﾠ is ﾠ considered ﾠ with ﾠ reference ﾠ to ﾠ associations ﾠ
participants ﾠmade ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠ‘archaeology’, ﾠtheir ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠ their ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ agreement ﾠ with ﾠ statements ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ mission ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
discipline, ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠcivilisation ﾠin ﾠworld ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlink ﾠ
between ﾠmonuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠnational ﾠidentity. ﾠParticipants’ ﾠopinions ﾠon ﾠ
the ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠcontemporary ﾠlife ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠdiscussed. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Second, ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠpractical ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠparticipants’ ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠ
investigated. ﾠ This ﾠ relates ﾠ to ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ legislation ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ(see ﾠ 2.1.4-ﾭ‐‑5), ﾠ their ﾠ personal ﾠ experience ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Service, ﾠ
their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ or ﾠ museum ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ
frequency ﾠ of ﾠ visits, ﾠ reason ﾠ for ﾠ and ﾠ impression ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ last ﾠ visit ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ
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frequency ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums. ﾠA ﾠquestion ﾠ
regarding ﾠthe ﾠparticular ﾠcultural ﾠsetting ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠevaluated ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
relevant ﾠindicator ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcultural ﾠhabits, ﾠnot ﾠnecessarily ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Third, ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwithin ﾠthese ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠis ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠ
economic, ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠterms ﾠas ﾠit ﾠstems ﾠfrom ﾠfurther ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey, ﾠthe ﾠinterviews ﾠwith ﾠstakeholders ﾠand ﾠother ﾠdata ﾠsuch ﾠ
as ﾠ national ﾠ censuses. ﾠ Figures ﾠ illustrate ﾠ the ﾠ results ﾠ discussed ﾠ and ﾠ references ﾠ
direct ﾠto ﾠfrequency ﾠand ﾠcontingency ﾠtables ﾠin ﾠAppendix ﾠIV. ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.1.2 Overall Relationship  
Regarding ﾠ what ﾠ participants ﾠ associate ﾠ archaeology ﾠ with, ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ
participants ﾠmost ﾠfrequently ﾠassociated ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠarea ﾠ(19%, ﾠ‘the ﾠ
ancient ﾠtheatre’, ﾠ‘my/our ﾠplace’ ﾠand ﾠ‘the ﾠsite/antiquities ﾠin ﾠPhilippi’) ﾠ(table ﾠ16). ﾠ
Second ﾠ came ﾠ the ﾠ association ﾠ with ﾠ culture ﾠ in ﾠ general ﾠ (12%) ﾠ and ﾠ third ﾠ the ﾠ
association ﾠwith ﾠsomething ﾠthey ﾠlike ﾠand ﾠthey ﾠthink ﾠas ﾠvaluable ﾠand ﾠimportant, ﾠ
expressed ﾠ in ﾠ vague ﾠ terms ﾠ (10%). ﾠ Fourth ﾠ came ﾠ the ﾠ association ﾠ with ﾠ trouble, ﾠ
problems ﾠand ﾠmess ﾠ(6%). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠsame ﾠpattern ﾠmore ﾠor ﾠless ﾠrepeated ﾠin ﾠall ﾠcases ﾠwith ﾠminor ﾠdifferences. ﾠThat ﾠ
is, ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠparticipants ﾠmost ﾠfrequently ﾠassociated ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠ
settlement ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠarea ﾠ(9%), ﾠthen ﾠwith ﾠsomething ﾠ‘nice’ ﾠand ﾠ‘good’ ﾠwith ﾠno ﾠ
further ﾠspecification ﾠ(8%), ﾠthird ﾠcame ﾠthe ﾠassociation ﾠwith ﾠexcavations ﾠ(7%) ﾠand ﾠ
culture ﾠ(7%) ﾠand ﾠfourth ﾠcame ﾠ‘findings’ ﾠ(6%) ﾠand ﾠ‘interests, ﾠmoney, ﾠproblems ﾠ
etc.’ ﾠ(6%). ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠparticipants ﾠprimarily ﾠassociated ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠ
area ﾠ (30%), ﾠ then ﾠ with ﾠ something ﾠ ‘nice’ ﾠ (11%), ﾠ then ﾠ with ﾠ culture ﾠ (10%) ﾠ and ﾠ
fourth ﾠcame ﾠ‘history’ ﾠ(7%) ﾠand ﾠ‘difficulties, ﾠexpropriations, ﾠprohibitions’ ﾠ(7%). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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The ﾠ most ﾠ distinctive ﾠ pattern ﾠ across ﾠ the ﾠ three ﾠ cases ﾠ appears ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ
associations ﾠ with ﾠ locality, ﾠ when ﾠ one ﾠ places ﾠ the ﾠ cases ﾠ either ﾠ in ﾠ chronological ﾠ
order ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ appearance ﾠ or ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ of ﾠ monumentality ﾠ and ﾠ
prominence ﾠ in ﾠ national ﾠ history. ﾠ Therefore ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ a ﾠ quarter ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠ associated ﾠ archaeology ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ site ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ museum, ﾠ in ﾠ
Krenides ﾠalmost ﾠone ﾠfifth ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠalmost ﾠone ﾠtenth. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠmore ﾠpeople ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠ‘excavations’ ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ other ﾠ two ﾠ sites. ﾠ This ﾠ might ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ a ﾠ result ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ different ﾠ kind ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠremains ﾠ(prehistoric ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠClassical, ﾠRoman, ﾠByzantine) ﾠ
found ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ different ﾠ kind ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ active ﾠ on ﾠ site ﾠ
(prehistorians ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeologists) ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.2, ﾠ2.1.5 ﾠand ﾠ4.1-ﾭ‐‑3). ﾠ
Also ﾠno ﾠone ﾠmentioned ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠ‘museum’ ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(the ﾠmuseum ﾠthere ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠclosed ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠfifteen ﾠyears) ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠDelphi, ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠ
was ﾠrecently ﾠrenovated ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ2004 ﾠOlympics. ﾠPublic ﾠperceptions ﾠare, ﾠtherefore, ﾠ
related ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠreality ﾠand ﾠpresent ﾠcondition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Participants’ ﾠ answers ﾠ evoke ﾠ further ﾠ remarks. ﾠ The ﾠ group ﾠ of ﾠ answers ﾠ ‘stones’ ﾠ
demonstrates ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ interpretation ﾠ and ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
resources ﾠas ﾠanything ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠvisually ﾠperceivable, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠsense ﾠ
as ﾠcategory ﾠA ﾠof ﾠMatsuda’s ﾠschematisation ﾠof ﾠinterpretation ﾠworks ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10), ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠu n -ﾭ‐‑contextualised. ﾠ The ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ when ﾠ participants ﾠ
want ﾠ to ﾠ express ﾠ themselves ﾠ positively ﾠ about ﾠ archaeology ﾠ they ﾠ use ﾠ vague ﾠ
expressions ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘nice’, ﾠ‘good’, ﾠ‘important’) ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠnoted. ﾠThey ﾠare ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠmore ﾠ
specific ﾠabout ﾠits ﾠnegative ﾠaspects ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘money’, ﾠ‘interests’, ﾠ‘bribe’). ﾠIn ﾠgeneral, ﾠ
there ﾠis ﾠa ﾠmarked ﾠdifficulty ﾠin ﾠisolating ﾠspecific ﾠand ﾠarticulate ﾠanswers, ﾠmuch ﾠ
more ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠalso ﾠmentioned ﾠin ﾠDassiou’s ﾠ
research ﾠ(2005, ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.5) ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠamong ﾠGreek ﾠ
school ﾠchildren. ﾠA ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠability ﾠto ﾠtalk ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠspecific ﾠterms ﾠwas ﾠ ﾠ
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again ﾠdemonstrated. ﾠHourmouziadis ﾠ(1980: ﾠ42) ﾠhas ﾠcalled ﾠmuseum ﾠvisitors ﾠwho ﾠ
express ﾠthemselves ﾠin ﾠsuch ﾠways ﾠas ﾠ‘carriers ﾠof ﾠa ﾠhalf-ﾭ‐‑learned ﾠaesthetic ﾠtheory’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠcompare ﾠthese ﾠresults ﾠto ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠother ﾠsurveys, ﾠthe ﾠcategories ﾠof ﾠ
‘accurate’ ﾠand ﾠ‘reasonable’ ﾠwere ﾠadopted ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠPokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy’s ﾠ
(1999) ﾠframework ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠAnswers ﾠthat ﾠreflect ﾠassociation ﾠwith ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠpart ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠfield’s ﾠcore ﾠpreoccupations: ﾠobjectives, ﾠmethods, ﾠoutcomes ﾠand ﾠresults ﾠ
(e.g. ﾠ‘people ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠold ﾠtimes’, ﾠ‘excavations’, ﾠ‘findings’, ﾠ‘antiquity’) ﾠwere ﾠ
classified ﾠas ﾠ‘accurate’. ﾠAnswers ﾠthat ﾠreflect ﾠassociation ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠrealms ﾠ
of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ ‘culture’, ﾠ ‘history’, ﾠ ‘ancient ﾠ Greece’) ﾠ were ﾠ classified ﾠ as ﾠ
‘reasonable’. ﾠ For ﾠ answers ﾠ that ﾠ reflect ﾠ association ﾠ with ﾠ specific ﾠ parts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
culture ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past, ﾠ material ﾠ or ﾠ historical, ﾠ expressed ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ name ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ
historical ﾠperson, ﾠa ﾠwork ﾠof ﾠart ﾠor ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠ(e.g. ﾠAlexander ﾠthe ﾠGreat, ﾠAphrodite ﾠof ﾠ
Melos, ﾠ Olympia) ﾠ a ﾠ category ﾠ called ﾠ ‘synecdoche’ ﾠ was ﾠ used. ﾠ For ﾠ answers ﾠ that ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠ a ﾠ mediated ﾠ approach, ﾠ associated ﾠ with ﾠ personal ﾠ experience, ﾠ
locality, ﾠ origin, ﾠ personal ﾠ interest ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ ‘the ﾠ antiquities ﾠ of ﾠ our ﾠ area’, ﾠ
‘employment’, ﾠ ‘my ﾠ son’, ﾠ ‘stones’) ﾠ a ﾠ category ﾠ called ﾠ ‘appropriated’ ﾠwas ﾠ used. ﾠ
There ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠanswers ﾠclassified ﾠas ﾠ‘value ﾠjudgements’ ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘something ﾠnice’, ﾠ
‘the ﾠmost ﾠvaluable ﾠthing ﾠGreece ﾠhas’, ﾠ‘I’m ﾠsick ﾠof ﾠit’), ﾠ‘vague’ ﾠassociations ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ
‘something ﾠancient’) ﾠand ﾠfinally, ﾠ‘nothing’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Appropriated ﾠ associations ﾠ clearly ﾠ dominated ﾠ at ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ Krenides ﾠ with ﾠ
accurate ﾠand ﾠreasonable ﾠassociations ﾠfollowing ﾠ(figure ﾠ22, ﾠtable ﾠ17). ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠ
more ﾠ than ﾠ a ﾠ third ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ maintained ﾠ accurate ﾠ associations ﾠ with ﾠ
reasonable ﾠand ﾠappropriated ﾠfollowing. ﾠ ﾠIf ﾠone ﾠmerges ﾠaccurate ﾠand ﾠreasonable ﾠ
answers ﾠand ﾠcompares ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠa ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠmore ﾠsubjective ﾠunderstandings ﾠthat ﾠ
includes ﾠsynecdoche, ﾠappropriated ﾠassociations ﾠand ﾠvalue ﾠjudgments, ﾠa ﾠclearer ﾠ
picture ﾠemerges. ﾠAt ﾠDelphi, ﾠappropriated ﾠassociations ﾠaccumulate ﾠ56% ﾠto ﾠ43% ﾠ
of ﾠaccurate ﾠones; ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠthe ﾠpercentages ﾠare ﾠ53% ﾠto ﾠ43% ﾠrespectively ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ
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in ﾠDispilio ﾠ31% ﾠto ﾠ57% ﾠrespectively. ﾠIt ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlonger ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ present ﾠ for, ﾠ the ﾠ more ﾠ locals ﾠ tend ﾠ to ﾠ identify ﾠ it ﾠ with ﾠ their ﾠ locality, ﾠ
appropriate ﾠ its ﾠ association ﾠ and ﾠ engage ﾠ with ﾠ it ﾠ through ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ every ﾠ day ﾠ
experience. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDispilio, ﾠlocals ﾠstill ﾠunderstand ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠ
‘accurate’ ﾠ and ﾠ distanced ﾠ way, ﾠ through ﾠ what ﾠ they ﾠ know ﾠ about ﾠ it. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ
noteworthy ﾠthat ﾠresults ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠare ﾠcloser ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNorth ﾠAmerican ﾠ
surveys ﾠdiscussed ﾠabove ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 22 “What do you think of when you hear the word ‘archaeology’?” 
 
However, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠnoticeable ﾠdifferences ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠanswers ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠother ﾠsurveys ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠconsidered ﾠin ﾠ1.10. ﾠThese ﾠdifferences ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠpartly ﾠ
explained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠwas ﾠasked ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠprobe: ﾠ“what ﾠis ﾠ
the ﾠfirst ﾠthing ﾠthat ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠyour ﾠmind ﾠwhen ﾠyou ﾠhear ﾠthe ﾠword ﾠ‘archaeology’?” ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠeach ﾠparticipant ﾠwas ﾠencouraged ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠ
more ﾠspontaneous ﾠassociations ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠexplain ﾠthe ﾠword’s ﾠ
meaning, ﾠ describe ﾠ it ﾠ or ﾠ define ﾠ it. ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ to ﾠ say ﾠ that ﾠ a ﾠ spontaneous ﾠ
association ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠindividual’s ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠterm. ﾠThis ﾠcan ﾠ
partly ﾠ explain ﾠ the ﾠ more ﾠ emotive ﾠ character ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ responses ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ broad ﾠ
conceptualisation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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A ﾠ supplementary ﾠ explanation ﾠ may ﾠ well ﾠ relate ﾠ to ﾠ just ﾠ how ﾠ much ﾠ more ﾠ
prominent ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ in ﾠ every ﾠ day ﾠ life ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ particular ﾠ
communities ﾠ especially ﾠ (which ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ reason ﾠ they ﾠ were ﾠ selected ﾠ as ﾠ case ﾠ
studies ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠfirst ﾠ place ﾠ and ﾠ is ﾠ further ﾠ discussed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ analysis) ﾠ than ﾠis ﾠ in ﾠ
North ﾠ America. ﾠ Participants ﾠ in ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ are ﾠ more ﾠ likely ﾠ to ﾠ have ﾠ
personal ﾠexperiences ﾠand ﾠgive ﾠmore ﾠemotive ﾠanswers ﾠthan ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠcome ﾠinto ﾠ
contact ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠonly ﾠthrough ﾠformalised ﾠexperience ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠmuseum ﾠ
and ﾠ site ﾠ visits ﾠ or ﾠ formal ﾠ education, ﾠ as ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ general ﾠ population ﾠ
surveys. ﾠIt ﾠappears ﾠthat ﾠthose ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
close ﾠassociation ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠclearly ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠmuch ﾠcloser ﾠrelationship ﾠto ﾠit ﾠ
— ﾠhowever ﾠthey ﾠexpress ﾠthis ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠwork ﾠundertaken ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠthesis. ﾠIn ﾠ
the ﾠsame ﾠway ﾠand ﾠto ﾠunderline ﾠthese ﾠpoints ﾠof ﾠdifference, ﾠno ﾠparticipant ﾠin ﾠany ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠassociated ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠpalaeontology, ﾠgeology ﾠ
or ﾠdinosaurs. ﾠNo ﾠanswer ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠclassified ﾠas ﾠ‘romantic’ ﾠeither. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ only ﾠ independent ﾠ variable ﾠ that ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ
question ﾠwas ﾠ“knowledge ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’” ﾠ(see ﾠ4.2.1) ﾠregarding ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ(figure ﾠ23, ﾠtable ﾠ18). ﾠParticipants ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’ ﾠassociated ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ with ﾠ positive ﾠ or ﾠ negative ﾠ value ﾠ while ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ
know ﾠof ﾠit ﾠmaintained ﾠappropriated ﾠassociations. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 23 Associations of archaeology by knowledge of 'Natura 2000' (n= 100)  ﾠ
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This ﾠ result ﾠ could ﾠ mean ﾠ that ﾠ environmental ﾠ awareness ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ feature ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ
combined ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ critical, ﾠ either ﾠ positive ﾠ or ﾠ negative, ﾠ stance ﾠ towards ﾠ
archaeology ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠwith ﾠan ﾠemotive ﾠattitude ﾠtowards ﾠit. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Percentages ﾠ vary ﾠ slightly ﾠ from ﾠ case ﾠ to ﾠ case ﾠ regarding ﾠ personal ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ
archaeology ﾠon ﾠa ﾠscale ﾠfrom ﾠ1 ﾠ(not ﾠinterested ﾠat ﾠall) ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠ(extremely ﾠinterested) ﾠ
(figure ﾠ24, ﾠtable ﾠ19). ﾠOverall ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠ
interested ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (over ﾠ 7). ﾠ The ﾠ highest ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ interested ﾠ
participants ﾠwas ﾠfound ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠ(70%, ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠwhom ﾠgraded ﾠit ﾠbetween ﾠ9 ﾠand ﾠ
10). ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ the ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ interested ﾠ in ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwas ﾠslightly ﾠlower, ﾠbut ﾠstill ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠhalf ﾠbetween ﾠ9 ﾠand ﾠ10. ﾠ
Finally ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠ56% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠinterested, ﾠalmost ﾠ
half ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠfrom ﾠ9 ﾠto ﾠ10. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 24 'On a scale of 1 (not interested at all) to 10 (extremely interested), how 
much would you say you are interested in archaeology?' 
 
Again ﾠa ﾠpattern ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠseen ﾠemerging ﾠbetween ﾠDelphi, ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio. ﾠ
The ﾠpercentage ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠdecreases ﾠfrom ﾠDelphi ﾠ
to ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ finally ﾠ with ﾠ Dispilio ﾠwhile ﾠ that ﾠ of ﾠ uninterested ﾠ participants ﾠ
increases. ﾠThis ﾠmay ﾠwell ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlonger ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
these ﾠareas ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmonumentality ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠresources, ﾠas ﾠnoted ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠassociations ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(see ﾠabove). ﾠThe ﾠconsistency ﾠof ﾠpercentages ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
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people ﾠwhose ﾠinterest ﾠlies ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscale ﾠin ﾠall ﾠcommunities ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠ
noteworthy, ﾠand ﾠagain ﾠcontrasts ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠNorth ﾠAmerican ﾠsurveys. ﾠ
Percentages ﾠof ﾠinterested ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠcase ﾠ studies ﾠwere ﾠalmost ﾠ
double ﾠ while ﾠ fewer ﾠ respondents ﾠ situated ﾠ themselves ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ middle ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
‘uninterested’ ﾠend ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscale ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ the ﾠ interest ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ
educational ﾠlevel ﾠ(figure ﾠ25, ﾠtable ﾠ20). ﾠThe ﾠgreat ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠuninterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠundergone ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
minimum ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation. ﾠPercentages ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠvary ﾠsignificantly ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
other ﾠtwo ﾠcategories. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 25 Interest in archaeology by educational level in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides ﾠit ﾠappears ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠeducated ﾠone ﾠis, ﾠthe ﾠless ﾠlikely ﾠit ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠone ﾠ
will ﾠbe ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠa ﾠremarkable ﾠresult ﾠconsidering ﾠthat ﾠ
most ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠliterature ﾠregarding ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmiddle ﾠclass ﾠendeavour ﾠas ﾠ
well ﾠas ﾠother ﾠsurveys ﾠfrom ﾠelsewhere ﾠand ﾠBourdieu’s ﾠtheory ﾠon ﾠcultural ﾠcapital ﾠ
indicate ﾠthat ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠincreases ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠincrease ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠ
level ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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A ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ explanations ﾠ that ﾠ begin ﾠ to ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ the ﾠ complexity ﾠ of ﾠ
communicating ﾠarchaeology ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠoffered: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
One ﾠexplanation ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠpresented ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠis ﾠ
not ﾠengaging ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠeducated ﾠaudiences. ﾠScholars ﾠhave ﾠalready ﾠextensively ﾠ
elaborated ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ effect ﾠ of ﾠ museum ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ that ﾠ emphasise ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ
aspects ﾠ of ﾠ antiquity ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ physical ﾠ features, ﾠ leaving ﾠ huge ﾠ gaps ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
interpretation ﾠand ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠrendering ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
irrelevant ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ broader ﾠ public ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.2.2). ﾠ Indeed, ﾠ many ﾠ participants, ﾠ both ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ representatives, ﾠ either ﾠ were ﾠ critical ﾠ of ﾠ
museum ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ because ﾠ the ﾠ exclusive ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ jargon ﾠ renders ﾠ them ﾠ
intellectually ﾠ inaccessible ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ or ﾠ expressed ﾠ the ﾠ opinion ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠan ﾠincomprehensible ﾠsubject ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑expert. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Even ﾠ if ﾠ one ﾠ visits ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museums, ﾠ the ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ exhibitions, ﾠ
especially ﾠin ﾠprovincial ﾠmuseums, ﾠare ﾠdeveloped ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠremains ﾠ
of ﾠantiquity ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠphysical ﾠaspects. ﾠThe ﾠvisitor ﾠis ﾠcalled ﾠon ﾠto ﾠcombine ﾠthe ﾠ
un-ﾭ‐‑contextualised ﾠ jargon ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ glorified ﾠ national ﾠ narrative ﾠ as ﾠ taught ﾠ in ﾠ
public ﾠeducation ﾠwithout ﾠany ﾠinterpretation ﾠand ﾠcontext ﾠregarding ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
past ﾠin ﾠits ﾠcomplexity, ﾠvariety ﾠand ﾠthrough ﾠits ﾠmultiple ﾠmeanings. ﾠHe/she ﾠis ﾠ
taken ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠpedantic ﾠaesthetic ﾠexercise ﾠthat ﾠresults ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrealisation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
deficiency ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠ‘high ﾠart’ ﾠwhere ﾠit ﾠmay ﾠwell ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠa ﾠdeficiency ﾠ
on ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexperts ﾠto ﾠexplain ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠclear ﾠterms. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠexplanation ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠless ﾠeducation ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠif ﾠ
they ﾠstate ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠarchaeology, ﾠthey ﾠpartake ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠ
capital, ﾠas ﾠdiscussed ﾠby ﾠBourdieu ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠParticipants ﾠof ﾠa ﾠhigher ﾠeducational ﾠ
level ﾠmay ﾠeither ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠpossess ﾠcultural ﾠcapital ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠ ﾠ
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need ﾠto ﾠexpress ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠconfirm ﾠit ﾠor ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠ
possess ﾠany ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠare ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑excluded ﾠfrom ﾠanything ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠin ﾠturn ﾠcould ﾠlead ﾠto ﾠa ﾠconclusion ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠa ﾠmiddle ﾠclass ﾠ
endeavour ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠnot ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠurban ﾠcentres ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcountry. ﾠ ﾠEven ﾠ
if ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠvisiting ﾠmuseum ﾠexhibitions ﾠis ﾠa ﾠmiddle-ﾭ‐‑
class ﾠtrend ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠurban ﾠcentres, ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠin ﾠrural ﾠGreece. ﾠLocal ﾠ
communities ﾠof ﾠrural ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠespecially ﾠtheir ﾠmore ﾠeducated ﾠgroups, ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠ
in ﾠ this ﾠ case, ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ express ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ The ﾠ above ﾠ
explanations ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠmutually ﾠexclusive ﾠand ﾠa ﾠcombination ﾠis ﾠpossible. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Participants ﾠ were ﾠ asked ﾠ to ﾠ agree ﾠ or ﾠ disagree, ﾠ on ﾠ a ﾠ scale ﾠ from ﾠ 1 ﾠ (strongly ﾠ
disagree) ﾠ to ﾠ 10 ﾠ (strongly ﾠ agree), ﾠ with ﾠ three ﾠ statements ﾠ drawn ﾠ from ﾠ research ﾠ
concerning ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠeducation ﾠ(Kasvikis ﾠ2004: ﾠ289-ﾭ‐‑305), ﾠand ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
mission ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠcivilisation ﾠin ﾠworld ﾠhistory, ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠmonuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠnational ﾠidentity. ﾠ
Regarding ﾠ the ﾠ statement ﾠ ‘Greek ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ national ﾠ mission ﾠ is ﾠ to ﾠ prove ﾠ
Greece’s ﾠglorious ﾠpast’, ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠmajority ﾠstrongly ﾠagreed ﾠin ﾠall ﾠthree ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠ
(figure ﾠ26, ﾠtable ﾠ21). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 26 Opinion on the mission of Greek archaeology  ﾠ
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This ﾠresult ﾠdemonstrates ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠenlisted ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠcause ﾠof ﾠbuilding ﾠthe ﾠnation-ﾭ‐‑state, ﾠclearly ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinitial ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ discipline ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ nineteenth ﾠ century ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.1.2), ﾠ persists ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ
understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ discipline. ﾠ Although ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ tried ﾠ to ﾠ
distance ﾠitself ﾠfrom ﾠthis ﾠaim, ﾠefforts ﾠwith ﾠpublic ﾠimpact ﾠare ﾠquite ﾠrecent ﾠand ﾠ
limited, ﾠ certainly ﾠ in ﾠ rural ﾠ areas ﾠ (for ﾠ example, ﾠ the ﾠ exhibitions ﾠ ‘Daily ﾠ life ﾠ in ﾠ
Byzantium’ ﾠand ﾠ‘The ﾠCity ﾠBeneath ﾠthe ﾠCity’, ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠhumble ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠ
Classical ﾠ Athens, ﾠ the ﾠ former ﾠ organised ﾠ by ﾠ three ﾠ museums ﾠ in ﾠ Athens, ﾠ
Thessaloniki ﾠand ﾠMystras ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠby ﾠa ﾠprivate ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠAthens). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Fewer ﾠparticipants ﾠagreed ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠstatement ﾠthat ﾠ‘Ancient ﾠGreek ﾠcivilisation ﾠis ﾠ
the ﾠoldest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠand ﾠunsurpassable ﾠ by ﾠany ﾠother ﾠancient ﾠcivilisation’ ﾠ
(figure ﾠ27, ﾠtable ﾠ22), ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠagreement ﾠwas ﾠstill ﾠhigh. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 27 Opinion on ancient Greek civilisation 
 ﾠ
The ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠstudy ﾠagreed ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠfinal ﾠstatement, ﾠthat ﾠ‘the ﾠ
monuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠconstitute ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠsources, ﾠif ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠimportant ﾠone, ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠnational ﾠidentity’ ﾠ(figure ﾠ28, ﾠtable ﾠ23). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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 ﾠ
Figure 28 Opinion on significance of monuments of the past 
 ﾠ
Participants’ ﾠopinions ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmission ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠ
civilisation ﾠin ﾠworld ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ
for ﾠGreek ﾠidentity ﾠdemonstrate ﾠhardly ﾠany ﾠvariation ﾠfrom ﾠsite ﾠto ﾠsite. ﾠThis ﾠcould ﾠ
be ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠextreme ﾠway ﾠthese ﾠstatements ﾠwere ﾠcouched, ﾠalthough ﾠone ﾠ
might ﾠhave ﾠexpected ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠwould ﾠmake ﾠparticipants ﾠmore ﾠhesitant ﾠto ﾠagree ﾠ
with ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠhigh ﾠdegree ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid. ﾠAlternatively, ﾠfactors ﾠwith ﾠuniversal ﾠ
effect ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠrise ﾠof ﾠnational ﾠfeelings ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠcould ﾠaccount ﾠfor ﾠ
them ﾠ(for ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠopinion ﾠsurveys ﾠwhere ﾠsimilar ﾠbeliefs ﾠare ﾠshown, ﾠsee ﾠ
Kokkinidou ﾠ2005: ﾠ159, ﾠn. ﾠ172). ﾠAs ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠnoted, ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ absence ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ constructive ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
public ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠspace ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠan ﾠideologised ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠthat ﾠnurtures ﾠnationalism. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ the ﾠ statement ﾠ that ﾠ ‘ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ civilisation ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ oldest ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
world ﾠ and ﾠ unsurpassable ﾠ to ﾠ any ﾠ other ﾠ ancient ﾠ civilisation’ ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ
educational ﾠ level ﾠ (figure ﾠ 29, ﾠ table ﾠ 24). ﾠ Fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ
education ﾠor ﾠless ﾠdisagreed ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠstatement. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 29 Opinion on ancient Greek civilisation by educational level in Dispilio (n= 
100) 
This ﾠ conclusion ﾠ reinforces ﾠ the ﾠ impression ﾠ offered ﾠ above ﾠ at ﾠ Krenides ﾠ that ﾠ
participants ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ education ﾠ are ﾠ less ﾠ prone ﾠ to ﾠ engage ﾠ with ﾠ nationalist ﾠ
expressions ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠless. ﾠThis ﾠ
is ﾠunderstandable ﾠin ﾠconsideration ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠethnocentric ﾠGreek ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠ
has ﾠ been ﾠ shown ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ in ﾠ relevant ﾠ research ﾠ (Dassiou ﾠ 2005; ﾠ Fragoudaki ﾠ and ﾠ
Dragona ﾠ1997; ﾠKasvikis ﾠ2004; ﾠKasvikis ﾠet ﾠal. ﾠ2007b; ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.5). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠstark ﾠcontrast ﾠwith ﾠthose ﾠanswers ﾠdiscussed ﾠabove, ﾠwhen ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠ
asked ﾠto ﾠgrade ﾠhow ﾠrelevant ﾠthey ﾠregarded ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠin ﾠcontemporary ﾠ
life, ﾠon ﾠa ﾠscale ﾠfrom ﾠ1 ﾠ(not ﾠrelevant ﾠat ﾠall) ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠ(extremely ﾠrelevant), ﾠover ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠhalf ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠone ﾠfifth ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠregarded ﾠit ﾠas ﾠ
irrelevant ﾠ (figure ﾠ 30, ﾠ table ﾠ 25). ﾠ Only ﾠ 15% ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ 18% ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ
significant ﾠ37% ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠwas ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠcontemporary ﾠ
life. ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 30 ‘On a scale of 1 (not relevant at all) to 10 (extremely relevant), do you 
regard archaeology as relevant to our lives today? Why?’ 
 ﾠ
The ﾠpercentages ﾠat ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠKrenides ﾠwere ﾠsimilar. ﾠHowever ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠvery ﾠ
clear ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠanswers ﾠfrom ﾠDispilio. ﾠA ﾠpossible ﾠexplanatory ﾠfactor ﾠof ﾠ
this ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠprehistoric ﾠlake ﾠsettlement ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠ
visitors ﾠ in ﾠ Greece, ﾠ attracts ﾠ more ﾠ domestic ﾠ than ﾠ international ﾠ tourism. ﾠ This ﾠ
means ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ visitors ﾠ Dispiliots ﾠ come ﾠ into ﾠ contact ﾠ with ﾠ are ﾠ Greeks ﾠ and ﾠ
therefore ﾠ they ﾠ form ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ positive ﾠ impression ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ relevance ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠheritage ﾠto ﾠGreeks ﾠas ﾠopposed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi ﾠ
and ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi, ﾠ representative ﾠ sites ﾠ of ﾠ glorious ﾠ moments ﾠ in ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ
history, ﾠparticipants ﾠkept ﾠcontrasting ﾠthe ﾠeagerness ﾠof ﾠinternational ﾠtourists ﾠto ﾠ
visit ﾠthem, ﾠpraising ﾠespecially ﾠJapanese ﾠ— ﾠas ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠcategory ﾠfor ﾠvisitors ﾠ
from ﾠthe ﾠFar ﾠEast ﾠ— ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocals’, ﾠand ﾠoverall ﾠthe ﾠGreeks’, ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠwill ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites. ﾠFood ﾠand ﾠcafeterias ﾠwere ﾠmentioned ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠprevalent ﾠ
interests ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠGreeks ﾠand ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠof ﾠ‘being ﾠcivilised’ ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
causes ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠdifference. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcontrast ﾠwith ﾠsurveys ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠother ﾠparts ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠis ﾠstriking. ﾠ
Pokotylo ﾠand ﾠGuppy ﾠfound ﾠthat ﾠfour ﾠtimes ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ ﾠ
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and ﾠ Delphi ﾠ considered ﾠ archaeology ﾠ relevant ﾠ and ﾠ only ﾠ 11% ﾠ considered ﾠ it ﾠ
irrelevant ﾠto ﾠcontemporary ﾠlife, ﾠwith ﾠ28% ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmiddle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscale, ﾠpresenting ﾠ
thus ﾠ the ﾠ reverse ﾠ picture ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ case ﾠ studies. ﾠ Results ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠwere ﾠcloser ﾠto ﾠthose ﾠfrom ﾠthis ﾠsurvey ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠrelevance ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠemployment ﾠcondition ﾠand ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠ
attendance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival. ﾠ Regarding ﾠ employment, ﾠfewer ﾠ employed ﾠ
participants ﾠfound ﾠarchaeology ﾠrelevant ﾠ(figure ﾠ31, ﾠtable ﾠ26). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 31 Relevance of archaeology by employment condition in Krenides (n= 96) 
 ﾠ
Considering ﾠ that ﾠ employment ﾠ condition ﾠ correlates ﾠ with ﾠ gender, ﾠ age ﾠ and ﾠ
educational ﾠlevel ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(see ﾠ4.4), ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠmainly ﾠfemale, ﾠolder, ﾠless ﾠ
educated ﾠ and ﾠ professionally ﾠinactive ﾠ participants ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ
relevant ﾠto ﾠcontemporary ﾠlife. ﾠIn ﾠcontrast, ﾠyounger ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠeducated ﾠmale ﾠ
participants ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠirrelevant. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠattendance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival, ﾠa ﾠlittle ﾠless ﾠthan ﾠthree ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠfind ﾠarchaeology ﾠrelevant ﾠattend ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠabout ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠ
than ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠ(figure ﾠ32, ﾠtable ﾠ27). ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 32 Relevance of archaeology by frequency of attendance to Philippi Festival (n= 
85) 
 ﾠ
Considering ﾠthat ﾠattendance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠage ﾠ(see ﾠ4.4) ﾠand ﾠ
frequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites/museums ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3), ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠ
reasonable ﾠ to ﾠ conclude ﾠ that ﾠ younger ﾠ participants ﾠ and ﾠ those ﾠ who ﾠ visit ﾠ other ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ and ﾠ museums ﾠ more ﾠ often ﾠ are ﾠ more ﾠ likely ﾠ to ﾠ find ﾠ
archaeology ﾠmore ﾠrelevant. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDelphi, ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠfound ﾠarchaeology ﾠrelevant ﾠ(figure ﾠ33, ﾠtable ﾠ28). ﾠ ﾠ
 
Figure 33 Relevance of archaeology by gender in Delphi (n= 84)  ﾠ
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The ﾠ result ﾠ added ﾠ the ﾠ factor ﾠ of ﾠ gender ﾠ to ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠcontemporary ﾠlife. ﾠCross-ﾭ‐‑tabulations ﾠbetween ﾠgender ﾠ
and ﾠ other ﾠ independent ﾠ variables ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ showed ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ no ﾠ other ﾠ
correlation ﾠthat ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠaccountable ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠresult. ﾠThus ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ were ﾠ more ﾠ inclined ﾠ to ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ
contemporary ﾠlife ﾠthan ﾠmale ﾠones. ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠis ﾠin ﾠagreement ﾠwith ﾠfindings ﾠof ﾠ
surveys ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠNorth ﾠAmerica ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.1.3 Practical Aspect of the Relationship  
Participants ﾠ throughout ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ extremely ﾠ high ﾠ levels ﾠ of ﾠ
awareness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlegislation ﾠprovisions. ﾠOnly ﾠ6% ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠ5% ﾠ
in ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠ2% ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠknow ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
law. ﾠA ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠcases ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠchallenged ﾠthe ﾠlaw, ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠ
they ﾠwere ﾠobviously ﾠaware, ﾠby ﾠstating ﾠthat ﾠ‘one ﾠshould ﾠsell ﾠthem ﾠ[antiquities]’ ﾠ
or ﾠ that ﾠ this ﾠ is ﾠ what ﾠ happens ﾠ in ﾠ reality. ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ a ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ selective ﾠ
application ﾠ appeared ﾠ (‘Surrender ﾠ them ﾠ only ﾠ if ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ valuable’, ﾠ without ﾠ
further ﾠ elaboration ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ term ﾠ ‘valuable’) ﾠ and ﾠ an ﾠ extremely ﾠ well ﾠ informed ﾠ
participant ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠthat ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠbecome ﾠa ﾠcollector ﾠif ﾠhe ﾠor ﾠshe ﾠdeclared ﾠ
possession ﾠof ﾠantiquities. ﾠIt ﾠbecomes ﾠquite ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠwide ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠ
what ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠis ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfinds ﾠof ﾠsurveys ﾠin ﾠother ﾠplaces ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠworld ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10), ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠany ﾠbreach ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠignorance. ﾠThen ﾠwhat ﾠare ﾠ
breaches ﾠowing ﾠto? ﾠAnd ﾠdoes ﾠwide ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠensure ﾠits ﾠeffectiveness ﾠ
as ﾠwell? ﾠ
 ﾠ
Excavation ﾠ workers ﾠ claimed ﾠ that ﾠ locals ﾠ were ﾠ afraid ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ potential ﾠ loss ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ property ﾠ in ﾠ case ﾠ an ﾠ important ﾠ
antiquity ﾠ was ﾠ found ﾠ on ﾠ it. ﾠ Of ﾠ course ﾠ the ﾠ premises ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ law ﾠ foresee ﾠ a ﾠ fair ﾠ
treatment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ individual’s ﾠ rights ﾠ to ﾠ property ﾠ and ﾠ provide ﾠ for ﾠ an ﾠ ﾠ
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expropriation ﾠ at ﾠ a ﾠ reasonable ﾠ price. ﾠ According ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ explanation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
situation ﾠ offered ﾠ by ﾠ a ﾠ Head ﾠ of ﾠ Sector ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry, ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ financial ﾠ
resources ﾠhas ﾠled ﾠto ﾠan ﾠunofficial ﾠfreeze ﾠof ﾠexpropriations. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠ
reaches ﾠthe ﾠ18 ﾠmonths ﾠperiod ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠsets ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠlongest ﾠpossible ﾠduration ﾠ
of ﾠa ﾠcase, ﾠsupposedly ﾠto ﾠprotect ﾠcitizens ﾠfrom ﾠunresolved ﾠcases. ﾠBecause ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠ
no ﾠmoney ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfinal ﾠsettlement, ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠstarts ﾠover ﾠagain. ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ
from ﾠevery ﾠquarter ﾠadmit ﾠhow ﾠunderstandably ﾠpainful ﾠthe ﾠprocess ﾠis ﾠto ﾠanyone, ﾠ
in ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠand ﾠmoney. ﾠTherefore, ﾠwhen ﾠpeople ﾠfind ﾠsomething ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠ
property ﾠthey ﾠprefer ﾠto ﾠhide ﾠit ﾠor ﾠdestroy ﾠit, ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠcan. ﾠThe ﾠsame ﾠparticipant ﾠ
considered ﾠ this ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ the ﾠ opposite ﾠ effect ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ the ﾠ austerity ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities’ ﾠprotection ﾠis ﾠintended ﾠto ﾠhave. ﾠ‘People ﾠcall ﾠus ﾠand ﾠcry’, ﾠshe ﾠsaid. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ contrast, ﾠ not ﾠ as ﾠ many ﾠ people ﾠ knew ﾠ what ﾠ the ﾠ responsible ﾠ service ﾠ for ﾠ
antiquities ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ is ﾠ (figure ﾠ 34, ﾠ table ﾠ 29). ﾠ Only ﾠ 26% ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ
Krenides ﾠcould ﾠname ﾠeither ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠSeventy ﾠ
per ﾠcent ﾠeither ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠknow ﾠor ﾠresorted ﾠto ﾠnaming ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture. ﾠ
Answers ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ‘the ﾠpolice’ ﾠand ﾠ‘the ﾠNational ﾠTourist ﾠOrganisation’ ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠ
offered. ﾠPercentages ﾠare ﾠsimilar ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠ ﾠ
 
Figure 34 ‘Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece?’  ﾠ
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In ﾠDelphi ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠopposite; ﾠ73% ﾠcould ﾠname ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠservice ﾠ
while ﾠonly ﾠ21% ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠknow ﾠor ﾠnamed ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠinstead. ﾠFinally ﾠ6% ﾠnamed ﾠ
the ﾠCentral ﾠArchaeological ﾠCouncil, ﾠnotorious ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠdecision-ﾭ‐‑making ﾠregarding ﾠ
the ﾠarea ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠis ﾠa ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠSite. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠpercentages ﾠindicate ﾠthe ﾠlow ﾠvisibility ﾠof ﾠEphorates ﾠeven ﾠin ﾠareas ﾠwhere ﾠ
the ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠoperating ﾠfor ﾠdecades, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠ
The ﾠdifference ﾠbetween ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠnot ﾠ
only ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ importance ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ antiquities ﾠ that ﾠ aroused ﾠ early ﾠ
interest ﾠbut ﾠalso ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwas ﾠirreversibly ﾠ
influenced ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠsystematic ﾠarchaeological ﾠinvestigation. ﾠTheir ﾠ
relationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠcontinuously ﾠunder ﾠstress ﾠuntil ﾠrecently ﾠ
(see ﾠ4.3.3). ﾠTherefore, ﾠarchaeology ﾠoccupies ﾠa ﾠgreater ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠevery ﾠ
day ﾠpublic ﾠdiscourse ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠindication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvisibility ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEphorates ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcorrelation ﾠbetween ﾠ
gender ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ability ﾠ to ﾠ name ﾠ the ﾠ responsible ﾠ authority ﾠ for ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ
Krenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠ ﾠ
  
Figure 35 Knowledge of responsible service by gender in Krenides (n= 94)  ﾠ
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Among ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ could ﾠ name ﾠ the ﾠ responsible ﾠ authority ﾠ almost ﾠ one ﾠ
quarter ﾠwas ﾠfemale ﾠin ﾠboth ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠ(figure ﾠ35, ﾠtable ﾠ30 ﾠand ﾠfigure ﾠ36, ﾠtable ﾠ
31). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 36 Knowledge of responsible service by gender in Dispilio (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
Male ﾠparticipants ﾠproved ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠbetter ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠ
service ﾠis ﾠand ﾠcould ﾠname ﾠit ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠcould ﾠnot ﾠ
answer ﾠ accurately. ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ probably ﾠ best ﾠ explained ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ males ﾠ
participate ﾠ more ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ public ﾠ discourse ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ coffee ﾠ shops ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ
public ﾠspaces ﾠthey ﾠsocialise ﾠin ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠthat ﾠmales ﾠmore ﾠfrequently ﾠdeal ﾠwith ﾠ
building ﾠ issues ﾠ and ﾠ are ﾠ thus ﾠ more ﾠ familiar ﾠ with ﾠ public ﾠ services ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ
construction ﾠpermits, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ is ﾠ significant ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ no ﾠ correlation ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ It ﾠ seems ﾠ that ﾠ either ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ become ﾠ such ﾠ a ﾠ major ﾠ issue ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ has ﾠ ‘invaded’ ﾠ
women’s ﾠsocial ﾠspace ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠor ﾠthat ﾠwomen ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠactive ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠ
arena ﾠ (see ﾠ also ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ differences ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ economies, ﾠ 4.4 ﾠ and ﾠ
5.1.4). ﾠ ﾠ
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Educational ﾠlevel ﾠalso ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠservice ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ Fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ have ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ
compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ or ﾠ less ﾠ knew ﾠ the ﾠ service ﾠ responsible ﾠ for ﾠ antiquities ﾠ
(figure ﾠ37, ﾠtable ﾠ32). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 37 Knowledge of responsible service by educational level in Krenides (n= 94) 
 ﾠ
The ﾠpercentage ﾠis ﾠsimilar ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ(figure ﾠ38, ﾠtable ﾠ33). ﾠ ﾠ
 
Figure 38 Knowledge of responsible service by educational level in Dispilio (n= 98)  ﾠ
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Considering ﾠthat ﾠeducational ﾠlevel ﾠin ﾠboth ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠcorrelates ﾠwith ﾠage ﾠand ﾠ
employment ﾠ condition ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.4), ﾠ it ﾠ seems ﾠ that ﾠ younger ﾠ and ﾠ employed ﾠ
participants ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠlikely ﾠto ﾠknow ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠservice ﾠis. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ question ﾠ on ﾠ their ﾠ immediate ﾠ experience ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ
revealed ﾠthat ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠrespondents ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠhad ﾠcontacted ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠ39% ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ8% ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ(figure ﾠ39, ﾠtable ﾠ34). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 39 ‘Have you ever needed to contact the Archaeological Service?’ 
 ﾠ
These ﾠdifferences ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠDelphi ﾠis ﾠa ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠ
Site ﾠ and ﾠ thus ﾠ regulations ﾠ and ﾠ controls ﾠ are ﾠ stricter. ﾠ In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ
hand, ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠa ﾠmuch ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠexperience, ﾠas ﾠpercentages ﾠconfirmed. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDelphi, ﾠout ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠneeded ﾠto ﾠcontact ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service, ﾠsignificantly ﾠless ﾠwere ﾠunemployed ﾠ(figure ﾠ40, ﾠtable ﾠ35). ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠis ﾠin ﾠ
accordance ﾠwith ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprevious ﾠquestion ﾠand ﾠits ﾠcorrelation ﾠto ﾠeducation ﾠ
in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ There ﾠ too ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ younger, ﾠ employed ﾠ participants ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ
education ﾠwho ﾠcould ﾠname ﾠthe ﾠresponsible ﾠservice. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 40 Personal experience of the Archaeological Service by employment condition 
in Delphi (n= 84) 
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠ the ﾠ influence ﾠ of ﾠ state ﾠ bureaucracy ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ
participants ﾠand ﾠarchaeology, ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠalmost ﾠthree ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠ
who ﾠhad ﾠcontacted ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠ
influenced ﾠnegatively ﾠ(figure ﾠ41, ﾠtable ﾠ36). ﾠThe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠ they ﾠ
were ﾠ not ﾠ influenced. ﾠ In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ participants ﾠ were ﾠ equally ﾠ split ﾠ between ﾠ
negative ﾠ influence ﾠ and ﾠ no ﾠ influence ﾠ at ﾠ all. ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ half ﾠ of ﾠ
respondents ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ influenced; ﾠ here ﾠ fewer ﾠ
answered ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠinfluenced ﾠnegatively ﾠand ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠwere ﾠinfluenced ﾠ
positively. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ only ﾠ site ﾠ that ﾠ clearly ﾠ indicates ﾠ the ﾠ negative ﾠ effect ﾠ of ﾠbureaucracy ﾠin ﾠ the ﾠ
management ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwith ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠDelphi. ﾠHowever ﾠit ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠargued ﾠthat ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlong ﾠ
duration ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠbecomes ﾠa ﾠprojection ﾠof ﾠ
what ﾠmay ﾠhappen ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠat ﾠother ﾠsites ﾠor ﾠis ﾠalready ﾠhappening ﾠon ﾠsimilar ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ with ﾠ as ﾠ long ﾠ an ﾠ archaeological ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ as ﾠ great ﾠ
importance ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠof ﾠDelphi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 220 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 41 ‘If yes, do you feel that your relationship to archaeology in general is 
influenced by state bureaucracy and if so, is it influenced positively or negatively?’ 
 
On ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠto ﾠput ﾠthings ﾠinto ﾠperspective, ﾠDelphi ﾠis ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ17 ﾠWorld ﾠ
Heritage ﾠSites ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠwhere ﾠregulations ﾠare ﾠstricter ﾠthan ﾠfor ﾠany ﾠother ﾠsites ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠCentral ﾠArchaeological ﾠCouncil ﾠis ﾠdirectly ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠdecision ﾠ
making. ﾠ This ﾠ effectively ﾠ means ﾠ that ﾠ modern ﾠ building ﾠ activity ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ has ﾠ
been ﾠhalted. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠalthough ﾠeven ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠadmit ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠ the ﾠ town ﾠ is ﾠ built ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ cemetery ﾠ facilitates ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ
therefore ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠpercentages ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑
assuring ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfuture. ﾠOne ﾠcould ﾠclaim ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠabout ﾠDispilio, ﾠespecially ﾠif ﾠ
building ﾠactivity ﾠintensifies. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ previous ﾠ question ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ employment ﾠ
condition. ﾠMore ﾠunemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠ
was ﾠinfluenced ﾠby ﾠstate ﾠbureaucracy ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠ
that ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠinfluenced ﾠnegatively ﾠ(figure ﾠ42, ﾠtable ﾠ37). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 42 Impact of bureaucracy on relationship with archaeology by employment 
condition in Delphi (n= 43) 
 ﾠ
A ﾠgreat ﾠdeal ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠsaid ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠarchaeology ﾠliterature ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠ
prior ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠown ﾠarea. ﾠSince ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠcase ﾠwhere ﾠthis ﾠargument ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠtested ﾠwas ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠparticipants ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠwhether ﾠthey ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠexistence ﾠ
before ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠwas ﾠinitiated ﾠin ﾠ1992. ﾠFor ﾠ13% ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠ
was ﾠ not ﾠ applicable ﾠ either ﾠ because ﾠ the ﾠ participants ﾠ were ﾠ either ﾠ born ﾠ or ﾠ had ﾠ
moved ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠhad ﾠstarted. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Almost ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠbefore ﾠ1992 ﾠwhile ﾠslightly ﾠfewer ﾠdid ﾠ
not. ﾠThese ﾠpercentages ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthe ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ area. ﾠ Even ﾠ the ﾠ ones ﾠ who ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ knew ﾠ
occasionally ﾠ explained ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ knew ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ something ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ lake ﾠ
because ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrandom ﾠfindings ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarrival ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
1930s. ﾠNobody ﾠknew, ﾠthough, ﾠwhat ﾠexactly ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠuntil ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠstarted ﾠ
and ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠconclusions ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠdrawn. ﾠ ﾠ
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Knowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite’s ﾠexistence ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠgender. ﾠFewer ﾠ
females ﾠknew ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠexcavations ﾠ(figure ﾠ43, ﾠtable ﾠ38). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 43 Knowledge of the site before the excavation started by gender in Dispilio 
(n= 97) 
 ﾠ
This ﾠcorrelation ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat, ﾠas ﾠmost ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠ
knew ﾠbeforehand ﾠstated, ﾠthey ﾠfound ﾠout ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠby ﾠswimming ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlake, ﾠ
fishing, ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ teacher ﾠ at ﾠ school, ﾠ or ﾠ from ﾠ narrations ﾠ by ﾠ older ﾠ relatives. ﾠ
Swimming ﾠand ﾠfishing, ﾠmaybe ﾠeven ﾠschool ﾠattendance, ﾠfor ﾠolder ﾠgenerations, ﾠ
could ﾠbe ﾠseen ﾠas ﾠgender ﾠdetermined ﾠactivities. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ explore ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠmore ﾠdetail ﾠthe ﾠquestions ﾠ‘when ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠtime ﾠyou ﾠ
visited ﾠthe ﾠsite?’ ﾠand ﾠ‘how ﾠoften ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠsite?’ ﾠ(in ﾠDelphi) ﾠwere ﾠasked. ﾠA ﾠ
great ﾠdegree ﾠof ﾠvariation ﾠwas ﾠnoted ﾠfrom ﾠsite ﾠto ﾠsite ﾠ(figure ﾠ44, ﾠtable ﾠ39). ﾠIn ﾠall ﾠ
three ﾠcases, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠis ﾠlocated ﾠin ﾠa ﾠrecreation ﾠarea, ﾠand ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠ
and ﾠDispilio, ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠplaygrounds. ﾠIn ﾠPhilippi, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠa ﾠnewly ﾠ
refurbished ﾠcoffee ﾠshop-ﾭ‐‑restaurant ﾠwhile ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Ascension. ﾠAnother ﾠfactor ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠtakes ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠ
theatre. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠis ﾠaccessible ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠwell ﾠcared ﾠfor ﾠ ﾠ
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walkway, ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ view ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ gorge, ﾠ which ﾠ is ﾠ popular ﾠ for ﾠ casual ﾠ walking ﾠ
(plate ﾠ35). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠ41% ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠ50% ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠ72% ﾠof ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠfrom ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠto ﾠonce ﾠ
every ﾠsix ﾠmonths. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 44 Frequency of visits to the local arch. site/museum 
 ﾠ
However, ﾠfrom ﾠformally ﾠorganised ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠ
Philippi, ﾠ to ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠwhich ﾠ was ﾠ established ﾠ only ﾠ recently ﾠ and ﾠis ﾠ run ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
municipality, ﾠone ﾠcan ﾠidentify ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠdifferences. ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠ
peak ﾠ among ﾠ frequent ﾠ visitors ﾠ is ﾠ ‘once ﾠ every ﾠ week’ ﾠ and ﾠ among ﾠ occasional ﾠ
visitors ﾠ‘once ﾠevery ﾠyear’. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠthis ﾠpeak ﾠis ﾠ‘once ﾠevery ﾠsix ﾠmonths’ ﾠand ﾠ
‘once ﾠ every ﾠ three ﾠ years’. ﾠ In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ the ﾠ highest ﾠ peak ﾠ is ﾠ among ﾠ occasional ﾠ
visitors ﾠwith ﾠ‘once ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears’ ﾠand ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠone ﾠamong ﾠfrequent ﾠ
visitors, ﾠthough ﾠlower ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites’ ﾠfrequent ﾠvisitors, ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ‘every ﾠday’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ pattern ﾠ is ﾠ clearly ﾠ discernible ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ where ﾠ the ﾠ locally-ﾭ‐‑managed ﾠ
Ecomuseum ﾠenjoys ﾠfrequent ﾠvisits ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠ(72%), ﾠ
while ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠvisitors ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠhalf ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠ(58%) ﾠ
are ﾠoccasional ﾠto ﾠrare ﾠvisitors ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠlocal ﾠsites. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠsummer ﾠfestival ﾠ ﾠ
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has ﾠbeen ﾠmoved ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠside ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsettlement ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑air ﾠtheatre ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
European ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Centre. ﾠ Delphi ﾠ residents ﾠ who ﾠ participated ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠ
were ﾠhighly ﾠcritical ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnew ﾠtheatre, ﾠbut ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠstopped ﾠthem ﾠfrom ﾠ
claiming ﾠback ﾠthe ﾠoriginal, ﾠ‘our ﾠown’ ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠcall ﾠit. ﾠIt ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ and ﾠ consequently, ﾠ the ﾠ degree ﾠ of ﾠ exclusivity ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ
management ﾠ and ﾠ ownership ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ affect ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ great ﾠ
extent ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠpaid ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Frequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠgender ﾠin ﾠ
Delphi. ﾠ In ﾠ particular, ﾠ fewer ﾠ female ﾠ participants ﾠ visit ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ on ﾠ a ﾠ daily ﾠ to ﾠ
weekly ﾠbasis ﾠ(figure ﾠ45, ﾠtable ﾠ40). ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠattributable ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠ
that, ﾠas ﾠmentioned ﾠbefore, ﾠmales ﾠspend ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠmore ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠtime ﾠsocialising ﾠin ﾠ
public ﾠspaces ﾠthan ﾠfemales ﾠdo. ﾠThey ﾠare ﾠthus ﾠalso ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠmore ﾠlikely ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠa ﾠ
walk ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠdaily ﾠexercise. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 45 Frequency of visits to local arch. site/museum by gender in Delphi (n= 84) 
 ﾠ
The ﾠreasons ﾠfor ﾠvisiting ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠmuseum ﾠvaried ﾠas ﾠmuch ﾠ
as ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠ(figure ﾠ46, ﾠtable ﾠ41). ﾠIn ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠ
two ﾠlarger ﾠgroups ﾠlast ﾠvisited ﾠto ﾠattend ﾠan ﾠevent, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠ
(31%), ﾠa ﾠmusic ﾠconcert ﾠorganised ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠyouth ﾠclub ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠannual ﾠ ﾠ
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Fair ﾠ on ﾠ Ascension ﾠ Day ﾠ (22%) ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ walk ﾠ (26% ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ 31% ﾠi n  ﾠ
Dispilio). ﾠOther ﾠreasons ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠincluded ﾠschool ﾠtrips ﾠ(13%) ﾠor ﾠwith ﾠvisitors ﾠ
(12%), ﾠcuriosity/interest ﾠ(8%) ﾠespecially ﾠto ﾠlook ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠrestoration ﾠwork ﾠgoing ﾠon ﾠ
at ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠtheatre, ﾠto ﾠwork ﾠ(5%) ﾠand ﾠother ﾠactivities ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ‘to ﾠcollect ﾠcoins’, ﾠ
‘to ﾠcollect ﾠsnails’ ﾠor ﾠ‘hunt’ ﾠ(1% ﾠeach ﾠcategory). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠagain ﾠ16% ﾠhad ﾠgone ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠcurious. ﾠOther ﾠreasons ﾠwere ﾠ
to ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠworkers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠ(9%), ﾠafter ﾠchurch ﾠ
(7%), ﾠ with ﾠ visitors ﾠ (6%), ﾠ to ﾠ work ﾠ (4%), ﾠ with ﾠ school ﾠ (2%), ﾠ to ﾠ take ﾠ wedding ﾠ
pictures ﾠ(1%) ﾠor ﾠto ﾠgo ﾠto ﾠone’s ﾠboat ﾠ(1%). ﾠOne ﾠparticipant ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠshe ﾠhad ﾠ
never ﾠbeen ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠbecause ﾠshe ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠhave ﾠtime ﾠand ﾠshe ﾠ
could ﾠsee ﾠit ﾠfrom ﾠher ﾠbalcony ﾠevery ﾠday. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 46 'What was the reason for your last visit?' 
 
Finally, ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠhad ﾠlast ﾠvisited ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠwith ﾠvisitors ﾠ(27%), ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠsecond ﾠbiggest ﾠgroup ﾠhad ﾠgone ﾠto ﾠwalk ﾠ(24%). ﾠThe ﾠthird ﾠbiggest ﾠgroup ﾠhad ﾠ
gone ﾠto ﾠattend ﾠan ﾠevent ﾠ(13%), ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠbiggest ﾠhad ﾠlast ﾠvisited ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠ
with ﾠtheir ﾠchildren ﾠor ﾠgrandchildren ﾠ(11%). ﾠOther ﾠreasons ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠincluded ﾠto ﾠ
work ﾠ(8%), ﾠout ﾠof ﾠcuriosity ﾠor ﾠinterest ﾠ(6%) ﾠand ﾠwith ﾠschool ﾠ(4%). ﾠA ﾠcategory ﾠ ﾠ
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that ﾠwas ﾠonly ﾠmentioned ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠwas ﾠto ﾠget ﾠenergy, ﾠinspiration ﾠand ﾠhealth ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠsoul ﾠ(6%). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Walks ﾠand ﾠevents ﾠorganised ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠaccounted ﾠfor ﾠ53-ﾭ‐‑57% ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvisits ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠwhile ﾠonly ﾠfor ﾠ37% ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠopening ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠrenovated ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpassing ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠOlympic ﾠflame ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠ2004 ﾠ
Athens ﾠ Olympics ﾠ were ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ events ﾠ organised, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ participants. ﾠ
However ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠfriends ﾠor ﾠrelatives ﾠaround, ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠformal ﾠactivity ﾠin ﾠ
agreement ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ character ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ as ﾠ managed ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service, ﾠaccount ﾠfor ﾠ27% ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvisits ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠwhile ﾠonly ﾠfor ﾠ6-ﾭ‐‑12% ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ
and ﾠDispilio. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠimpressions ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠvisit, ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠoverall ﾠpositive ﾠwith ﾠ79% ﾠ
of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ 70% ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ 58% ﾠi n  ﾠK r e n i d e s  ﾠe x p r e s s i n g  ﾠ
themselves ﾠin ﾠa ﾠpositive ﾠway ﾠ(figure ﾠ47, ﾠtable ﾠ42). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 47 ‘What impression did you get from your last visit?’ 
 ﾠ
It ﾠ is ﾠ important ﾠ to ﾠ note ﾠ that ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ this ﾠ question ﾠ from ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ include ﾠ
impressions ﾠof ﾠboth ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠsite ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhere ﾠ ﾠ
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participants ﾠ had ﾠ been ﾠ last. ﾠ Similarly, ﾠ participants ﾠ from ﾠ Krenides ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ
either ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠextent ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠtheatre ﾠalone. ﾠ
In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ participants ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ either ﾠ the ﾠ museum ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ or ﾠ both. ﾠ
Therefore ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠquestion ﾠcan ﾠonly ﾠbe ﾠtaken ﾠas ﾠa ﾠrough ﾠestimate ﾠof ﾠ
participants’ ﾠsatisfaction ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠdifferent ﾠresources. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Still ﾠsome ﾠinferences ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠmade ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠdifferences ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠsites. ﾠFor ﾠ
example, ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠresembles ﾠmore ﾠthe ﾠform ﾠof ﾠa ﾠpark ﾠthan ﾠ
that ﾠof ﾠa ﾠformal ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠextensive ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠgrass. ﾠIn ﾠ
Philippi, ﾠvery ﾠlimited ﾠwork ﾠhas ﾠtaken ﾠplace ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠtwenty ﾠyears. ﾠ
Only ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ theatre ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ the ﾠ focus ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ major ﾠ conservation ﾠ and ﾠ
anastylosis ﾠ project. ﾠ However, ﾠ participants’ ﾠ overall ﾠ impressions ﾠ are ﾠ clearly ﾠ
affected ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ apparent ﾠ abandonment ﾠ and ﾠ neglect ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ rest ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ
suffers ﾠfrom, ﾠas ﾠdemonstrated ﾠby ﾠscattered ﾠbuilding ﾠmaterial ﾠand ﾠmarble ﾠblocks ﾠ
and ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ legibility ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ remains. ﾠ In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ
participants ﾠ are ﾠ overall ﾠ satisfied ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ condition ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ resource. ﾠ The ﾠ
impression ﾠcreated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠmuseum’s ﾠreopening ﾠafter ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠrenovation ﾠmay ﾠ
still ﾠbe ﾠrelatively ﾠraw. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠimpression ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠsite ﾠhad ﾠmade ﾠon ﾠparticipants ﾠduring ﾠtheir ﾠlast ﾠvisit ﾠ
correlated ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠage ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠThe ﾠimpression ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠaged ﾠfrom ﾠ
65 ﾠ years ﾠ old ﾠ and ﾠ older ﾠ was ﾠ positive ﾠ(figure ﾠ 48, ﾠ table ﾠ 43). ﾠ More ﾠ than ﾠ half ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ negative ﾠ impression ﾠwere ﾠ aged ﾠ between ﾠ 18 ﾠ and ﾠ 39. ﾠThis ﾠ
result ﾠ may ﾠ be ﾠ attributable ﾠ to ﾠ older ﾠ participants ﾠ being ﾠ less ﾠ critical ﾠ and ﾠm o r e  ﾠ
positive ﾠ towards ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ One ﾠ should ﾠ not ﾠ fail ﾠ to ﾠ notice ﾠ that ﾠ organised ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠa ﾠrecent ﾠaddition ﾠto ﾠGreece’s ﾠsocial ﾠ
life ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑Classical, ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑prominent ﾠlocations. ﾠThe ﾠcritical ﾠstance ﾠof ﾠ
younger ﾠparticipants ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠparallel ﾠto ﾠsimilar ﾠfindings ﾠof ﾠPrince ﾠand ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑
Hall ﾠdiscussed ﾠabove ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 48 Impression from last visit by age in Krenides (n= 90) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ knew ﾠ of ﾠ ‘Natura ﾠ 2000’ ﾠ had ﾠ a ﾠ negative ﾠ
impression ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ (figure ﾠ 49, ﾠ table ﾠ 44). ﾠ This ﾠ conclusion ﾠ
confirms ﾠthe ﾠpattern ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠengage ﾠmore ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠaffairs, ﾠbeing ﾠ
more ﾠcritical ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠstrict ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology ﾠthan ﾠpeople ﾠwith ﾠno ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠ
environmental ﾠand ﾠother ﾠpublic ﾠissues. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 49 Impression from last visit by knowledge of 'Natura 2000' (n= 93) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Almost ﾠone ﾠfifth ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠ15% ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ1% ﾠin ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ had ﾠ never ﾠ visited ﾠ another ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ or ﾠ museum ﾠ (figure ﾠ 50, ﾠ
table ﾠ45). ﾠThese ﾠpercentages ﾠare ﾠnoteworthy ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdifference ﾠbetween ﾠthem ﾠ
indicates ﾠsimilarities ﾠand ﾠdifferences ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠcommunities ﾠ(see ﾠ
4.4 ﾠand ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 50  'Have you ever visited other arch. sites/museums? If yes, how often do you 
visit another archaeological site/museum in general?' 
 
The ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpercentages ﾠalso ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthis: ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠcases ﾠin ﾠnorthern ﾠ
Greece ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠfalls ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠcategory ﾠof ﾠrare ﾠvisitors ﾠ(less ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠin ﾠ
three ﾠyears). ﾠThen ﾠcome ﾠoccasional ﾠvisitors ﾠ(once ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears) ﾠand ﾠregular ﾠ
visitors ﾠ(more ﾠor ﾠless ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠfalls ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
occasional ﾠ visitors ﾠ category, ﾠ then ﾠ come ﾠ regular ﾠ visitors ﾠ and ﾠ third ﾠ come ﾠ rare ﾠ
visitors. ﾠThese ﾠpercentages ﾠdescribe ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠhabits ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ
and ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthat ﾠDelphi ﾠhas ﾠembraced ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠurban ﾠlifestyle, ﾠincluding ﾠ
occasional ﾠvacation, ﾠwith ﾠwhich ﾠvisits ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠcountry ﾠare ﾠcombined, ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠreasons ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠgeography ﾠand ﾠ
earlier ﾠ urbanisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ economy ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.4). ﾠT h e  ﾠl a r g e s t  ﾠg r o u p  ﾠi n  ﾠ
Merriman’s ﾠ survey ﾠ visited ﾠ museums ﾠ once ﾠ or ﾠ twice ﾠ a ﾠ year ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ second ﾠ
largest ﾠgroup ﾠvisited ﾠthree ﾠof ﾠmore ﾠtimes ﾠa ﾠyear, ﾠdemonstrating ﾠthus ﾠan ﾠeven ﾠ
greater ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠmuseums ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
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This ﾠquestion ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠeducational ﾠlevel ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠMore ﾠparticipants ﾠ
with ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠless ﾠhad ﾠnever ﾠvisited ﾠanother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ
or ﾠmuseum ﾠ(figure ﾠ51, ﾠtable ﾠ46). ﾠMore ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠ
education ﾠvisited ﾠother ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears ﾠand ﾠabout ﾠ
once ﾠa ﾠyear. ﾠThe ﾠdifference ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠgroups ﾠdemonstrates ﾠthe ﾠdirect ﾠ
effect ﾠ of ﾠ educational ﾠ level ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ visiting ﾠ habits ﾠ of ﾠ participants. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ worth ﾠ
noting ﾠthat ﾠMerriman’s ﾠoverall ﾠprofile ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠvisitor, ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠprevious ﾠ
studies, ﾠ attributed ﾠ an ﾠ educational ﾠ level ﾠ extending ﾠ beyond ﾠ minimum ﾠ school-ﾭ‐‑
leaving ﾠage ﾠor ﾠstill ﾠbeing ﾠin ﾠpart ﾠor ﾠfull-ﾭ‐‑time ﾠeducation ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 51 Frequency of visits to other archaeological sites or museums by educational 
level in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
Also ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ visited ﾠ other ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ or ﾠ museums ﾠ
about ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠattended ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠ
frequency, ﾠdemonstrating ﾠa ﾠdirect ﾠcorrelation ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠactivities ﾠ(figure ﾠ
52, ﾠtable ﾠ47). ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 52 Frequency of visits to other archaeological sites or museums by frequency 
of attendance to the Philippi Festival in Krenides (n= 86) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ more ﾠ male ﾠ participants ﾠ visited ﾠ other ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ or ﾠ
museums ﾠrarely ﾠor ﾠhad ﾠnever ﾠvisited ﾠanother ﾠone ﾠbefore ﾠ(figure ﾠ53, ﾠtable ﾠ48). ﾠ
More ﾠfemales ﾠvisited ﾠanother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠmuseum ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠ
years ﾠand ﾠabout ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear. ﾠThis ﾠconfirms ﾠprevious ﾠresults ﾠthat ﾠindicated ﾠthat ﾠ
female ﾠparticipants ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠpositive ﾠstance ﾠtowards ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠit ﾠinforms ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠgender ﾠinfluences ﾠperceptions ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠto ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 53 Frequency of visits to other archaeological sites or museums by gender in 
Dispilio (n= 101) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Again ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’ ﾠvisited ﾠother ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠor ﾠmuseums ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠ(figure ﾠ54, ﾠtable ﾠ49), ﾠ
demonstrating ﾠagain ﾠa ﾠdirect ﾠcorrelation ﾠbetween ﾠenvironmental ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠ
interests ﾠof ﾠparticipants, ﾠas ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠnoted ﾠin ﾠother ﾠsurveys ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 54 Frequency of visits to other archaeological sites or museums by knowledge 
of 'Natura 2000' in Dispilio (n= 100) 
 ﾠ
5.1.4 Economic Impact of Archaeology 
Interviews ﾠwith ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ economic ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ on ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠtakes ﾠthe ﾠform ﾠof ﾠa ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠactivities ﾠthat ﾠcan ﾠgenerate ﾠincome: ﾠ
the ﾠ employment ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ workforce ﾠ in ﾠ ongoing ﾠ excavations ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠguarding ﾠ
staff ﾠ in ﾠ sites ﾠ open ﾠ to ﾠ visitors; ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠo f  ﾠs e r v i c e s  ﾠp r o v i d e d  ﾠf o r  ﾠ
excavation ﾠteams ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠvisitors. ﾠThe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠmentioned ﾠthe ﾠ
economic ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠan ﾠimportant ﾠfactor ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
good ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Out ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠactivities ﾠmentioned, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentatives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠ
particularly ﾠemphasised ﾠvisitor ﾠservices ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠthey ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠfinancially ﾠreciprocal. ﾠSome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠmentioned ﾠwith ﾠirony ﾠ ﾠ
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the ﾠmotto ﾠthat ﾠ‘tourism ﾠis ﾠGreece’s ﾠheavy ﾠindustry’, ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠoriginally ﾠ
known ﾠas ﾠ‘culture ﾠis ﾠGreece’s ﾠheavy ﾠindustry’.11 ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠto ﾠsee ﾠhow ﾠthis ﾠ
materialises ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠcase ﾠstudies. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomies ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
1991 ﾠ and ﾠ 2001 ﾠ national ﾠ censuses, ﾠ one ﾠ can ﾠ see ﾠ that ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ the ﾠ heavily ﾠ
dominant ﾠtertiary ﾠsector ﾠ(for ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsectors ﾠsee ﾠ3.2.2) ﾠhas ﾠshrunk ﾠ
slightly ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ primary ﾠ and ﾠ secondary ﾠ sectors, ﾠ and ﾠ that ﾠ
unemployment ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠis ﾠrising. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠtertiary ﾠsector ﾠis ﾠrising ﾠat ﾠa ﾠ
rate ﾠof ﾠ11% ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠsecondary ﾠand ﾠprimary ﾠsectors ﾠare ﾠshrinking ﾠat ﾠ11% ﾠand ﾠ
9% ﾠrespectively. ﾠUnemployment ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠrising ﾠby ﾠ9%. ﾠFinally ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠ
tertiary ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠprimary ﾠsectors ﾠare ﾠslightly ﾠrising ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠsecondary ﾠone ﾠis ﾠ
falling ﾠsharply ﾠby ﾠ17%. ﾠUnemployment ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠrisen ﾠby ﾠ8%. ﾠ ﾠ
NACE A-B ﾠ NACE C-F ﾠ NACE G-Q ﾠ Unemployed ﾠ Did not state ﾠ  ﾠ
1991 ﾠ 2001 ﾠ 1991 ﾠ 2001 ﾠ 1991 ﾠ 2001 ﾠ 1991 ﾠ 2001 ﾠ 1991 ﾠ 2001 ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ 3% ﾠ 7% ﾠ 8% ﾠ 9% ﾠ 74% ﾠ 70% ﾠ 9% ﾠ 14% ﾠ 6% ﾠ 0% ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ 21% ﾠ 12% ﾠ 37% ﾠ 26% ﾠ 31% ﾠ 42% ﾠ 8% ﾠ 17% ﾠ 3% ﾠ 3% ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ 8% ﾠ 11% ﾠ 40% ﾠ 23% ﾠ 40% ﾠ 42% ﾠ 11% ﾠ 19% ﾠ 1% ﾠ 5% ﾠ
Table 2 Employment by sector in the three case studies according to 1991 and 2001 
national censuses (Hellenic Statistical Authority 2011a) 
 ﾠ
One ﾠcan ﾠsee ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠis ﾠsimilar ﾠto ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
exception ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ slight ﾠ increase ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ primary ﾠ sector ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ Delphi ﾠ is ﾠ
strikingly ﾠ different ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ two ﾠ cases: ﾠ its ﾠ local ﾠ economy ﾠ gives ﾠ the ﾠ
impression ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ following ﾠ the ﾠ opposite ﾠ direction ﾠ after ﾠ having ﾠ reached ﾠ
saturation. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠpossible ﾠthen ﾠto ﾠconfirm ﾠthe ﾠlinear ﾠpattern ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠassociations ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠother ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ these ﾠ communities ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.2 ﾠ and ﾠ 5.1.3): ﾠ Delphi ﾠ can ﾠ be ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ  ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
11 ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠcommonly ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠMinster ﾠof ﾠCulture, ﾠMelina ﾠMerkouri, ﾠbut ﾠno ﾠdirect ﾠ
reference ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠfound. ﾠ ﾠ
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regarded ﾠ as ﾠ leading ﾠ the ﾠ process ﾠ by ﾠ developing ﾠ an ﾠ economy ﾠ based ﾠ almost ﾠ
entirely ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ services ﾠ sector, ﾠ while ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ can ﾠ be ﾠ seen ﾠ as ﾠ
moving ﾠtowards ﾠthis ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy. ﾠThe ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠunemployment ﾠis ﾠa ﾠ
common ﾠthread ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠcases. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Further ﾠscrutiny ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠemployment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠworkforce ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcontribution ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ local ﾠ economy ﾠ revealed ﾠ its ﾠ advantages ﾠ and ﾠ disadvantages. ﾠ As ﾠ all ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ admitted, ﾠ it ﾠ always ﾠ depends ﾠ on ﾠ funds ﾠ available ﾠ annually ﾠ for ﾠ
archaeological ﾠprojects ﾠand ﾠit ﾠusually ﾠentails ﾠthe ﾠemployment ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsmall ﾠnumber ﾠ
of ﾠworkmen ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠlimited ﾠtime ﾠperiod, ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠprospect ﾠof ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑employment ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠfollowing ﾠyear, ﾠor ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠnext ﾠproject ﾠundertaken ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService. ﾠThe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠpromotes ﾠthe ﾠ
execution ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ works ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑supervision ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ (autepistasia), ﾠ as ﾠ opposed ﾠ to ﾠ private ﾠ contracting, ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
means ﾠ that ﾠ not ﾠ only ﾠ guarantees ﾠ full ﾠ control ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Service ﾠ but ﾠ also ﾠ ensures ﾠ
employment ﾠopportunities ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠ(Athanasoulis ﾠ2007: ﾠ26-ﾭ‐‑9). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠ
therefore ﾠa ﾠcontribution ﾠwith ﾠlimited ﾠand ﾠinsecure ﾠeconomic ﾠinput ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠ
level ﾠof ﾠincome, ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠemployees ﾠand ﾠduration. ﾠAdditionally, ﾠit ﾠdepends ﾠ
on ﾠ the ﾠ continuation ﾠ of ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑supervision ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
projects. ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠconsidering ﾠthe ﾠrise ﾠin ﾠunemployment ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠperiphery, ﾠalso ﾠ
attested ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcensus, ﾠeven ﾠa ﾠbrief ﾠand ﾠlow-ﾭ‐‑paying ﾠemployment ﾠopportunity ﾠ
means ﾠimportant ﾠrelief, ﾠespecially ﾠfor ﾠmales ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠretirement ﾠage, ﾠwho ﾠare ﾠ
used ﾠto ﾠmanual ﾠlabour ﾠand ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠcollect ﾠsocial ﾠinsurance ﾠstamps ﾠto ﾠreceive ﾠ
pensions. ﾠ  ﾠ Additionally, ﾠ recruitment ﾠ for ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ often ﾠ considers ﾠ
social ﾠ criteria, ﾠ thus ﾠ benefiting ﾠ more ﾠ vulnerable ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community. ﾠ Similar ﾠ relief ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ broader ﾠ range ﾠ of ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ ﾠ
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community ﾠis ﾠoffered ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠseasonal ﾠemployment ﾠof ﾠstaff ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠunder ﾠeight ﾠmonth ﾠcontracts. ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ more ﾠ widely ﾠ diffused ﾠ aspect ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ economic ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ research ﾠ teams ﾠ
specifically ﾠis ﾠderived ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠservices ﾠprovided ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠduration ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠ stay ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area: ﾠ accommodation, ﾠ catering, ﾠ entertainment, ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ
subsistence ﾠexpenses ﾠalso ﾠbenefit ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠmarket ﾠand ﾠeconomy. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠteam ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠas ﾠlarge ﾠas ﾠit ﾠ
was ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠuntil ﾠrecently ﾠit ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠa ﾠsmall ﾠbut ﾠsteady ﾠsource ﾠof ﾠincome ﾠ
for ﾠlocal ﾠbusinesses. ﾠThe ﾠteam ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠmakes ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠsignificant ﾠ
contribution ﾠafter ﾠhaving ﾠinitiated ﾠa ﾠnew ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDikili ﾠ
Tash. ﾠThe ﾠSchool ﾠrents ﾠhouses ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠmonths ﾠevery ﾠ
year ﾠadds ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠThe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠnew ﾠpremises ﾠat ﾠ
the ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ Dikili ﾠ Tash ﾠ ensures ﾠ a ﾠ continuing ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area. ﾠ The ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ provides ﾠ a ﾠ steady ﾠ clientele ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ village’s ﾠ
recently ﾠ developed ﾠ accommodation ﾠ businesses ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ summer, ﾠwhich ﾠ is ﾠ
the ﾠlow ﾠtourist ﾠseason ﾠfor ﾠ the ﾠarea, ﾠas ﾠKastoria ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠpopular ﾠas ﾠa ﾠwinter ﾠ
destination. ﾠ The ﾠ team ﾠ also ﾠ employs ﾠ a ﾠ catering ﾠ business ﾠ since, ﾠ apart ﾠ from ﾠ
accommodation, ﾠit ﾠalso ﾠoffers ﾠdaily ﾠmeals ﾠto ﾠits ﾠmembers. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠworth ﾠnoting ﾠthat ﾠ
university ﾠ and ﾠ foreign ﾠ schools’ ﾠ projects ﾠ provide ﾠ more ﾠ secure ﾠ economic ﾠ
opportunities ﾠ because ﾠ they ﾠ tend ﾠ to ﾠ last ﾠ for ﾠ many ﾠ years ﾠ even ﾠ though ﾠ their ﾠ
economic ﾠcontribution ﾠonly ﾠlasts ﾠfor ﾠone ﾠto ﾠtwo ﾠmonths ﾠannually. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠrepresentatives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠopportunity ﾠto ﾠ
develop ﾠvisitor ﾠservices ﾠaround ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠ
economic ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThe ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠprogramme ﾠcontracts ﾠbetween ﾠ
local ﾠadministrations ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠflow ﾠ
of ﾠfunding ﾠwas ﾠgenerally ﾠinterrupted ﾠrecently, ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthis ﾠperception. ﾠ
Overall, ﾠand ﾠconsidering ﾠthe ﾠunemployment ﾠissues ﾠmentioned ﾠabove, ﾠcultural ﾠ ﾠ
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tourism ﾠhas ﾠemerged ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠpotential ﾠalternative ﾠto ﾠother ﾠeconomic ﾠactivities ﾠ
that ﾠare ﾠin ﾠdecline, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠfarming ﾠaround ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ(table ﾠ2). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Still, ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠpotential ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠtourism, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠnoted ﾠ
differences ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ ways ﾠ the ﾠ two ﾠ local ﾠ administrations ﾠ have ﾠ perceived ﾠ and ﾠ
referred ﾠto ﾠit, ﾠand ﾠits ﾠsignificance ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠa ﾠgood ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
community. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠdrawing ﾠeconomic ﾠbenefits ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠflow ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠ
tourists ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠan ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠfor ﾠ
many ﾠ years ﾠ now. ﾠ There ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ developing ﾠ strategy ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ
appropriate ﾠmeasures ﾠand ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠactions ﾠrequired ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠcompleted ﾠ
while ﾠothers ﾠare ﾠunderway ﾠ(e.g. ﾠhosting ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprefecture, ﾠthe ﾠfounding ﾠ
of ﾠ HERAC, ﾠ and ﾠ investing ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ management ﾠ plan ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ area’s ﾠ cultural ﾠ
resources ﾠto ﾠpromote ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite’s ﾠnomination ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠ
List. ﾠFor ﾠfurther ﾠdetails ﾠsee ﾠ4.1.1). ﾠSome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinitiatives ﾠtaken ﾠhave ﾠalready ﾠ
resulted ﾠin ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠintensive ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠa ﾠ
better ﾠunderstanding ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠbodies. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
administration ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwill ﾠappreciate ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠfeel ﾠfree ﾠto ﾠapproach ﾠit ﾠand ﾠdevelop ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠ
activity ﾠaround ﾠit, ﾠmainly ﾠof ﾠan ﾠeconomic ﾠnature. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠinterview ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠtowards ﾠlocal ﾠdevelopment ﾠ
was ﾠnot ﾠfully ﾠappreciated; ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠnot ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdegree ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠCommunity ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠthe ﾠprevious ﾠform ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠadministration, ﾠhad ﾠperceived ﾠit, ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠ
early ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation, ﾠas ﾠinterviews ﾠwith ﾠtwo ﾠrepresentatives ﾠof ﾠformer ﾠ
local ﾠ administrations ﾠ showed. ﾠ Some ﾠ locals ﾠ attributed ﾠ this ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ perceived ﾠ
indifference ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠby ﾠsome ﾠlocal ﾠpoliticians. ﾠ
They ﾠalso ﾠblamed ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠprivate ﾠinitiative ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration’s ﾠlack ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 237 ﾠ
of ﾠvision ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠtrue ﾠthat, ﾠwhile ﾠKrenides ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
administration ﾠuntil ﾠrecently, ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠgiven ﾠthe ﾠtitle ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠhistoric ﾠseat ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ municipality ﾠ while ﾠ its ﾠ administrative ﾠ centre ﾠ was ﾠ moved ﾠ to ﾠ another ﾠ
settlement ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.2.1). ﾠ Overall, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ embraced ﾠ the ﾠ
potential ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠtourism ﾠin ﾠspite ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠthemselves ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠas ﾠ
their ﾠ‘expectations ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠboth ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠabove, ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠits ﾠ
administration ﾠhave ﾠalready ﾠfaced ﾠthe ﾠconsequences ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠbased ﾠ
almost ﾠ exclusively ﾠ on ﾠ visitor ﾠ services ﾠ and ﾠ are ﾠ trying ﾠ to ﾠ cope ﾠ with ﾠ them. ﾠ
Conversations ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ revealed ﾠ that ﾠ after ﾠ half ﾠ a ﾠ century’s ﾠ history ﾠ in ﾠ
cultural ﾠtourism, ﾠa ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠUNESCO’s ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠList ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsuccessful ﾠ
operation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ European ﾠ Cultural ﾠ Centre, ﾠ the ﾠ Delphiots’ ﾠ challenge ﾠ is ﾠ to ﾠ
manage ﾠ the ﾠ consequences. ﾠ That ﾠ is, ﾠ the ﾠ decline ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ younger ﾠ population ﾠ
caused ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠprofessional ﾠopportunities ﾠin ﾠsectors ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠtourist ﾠ
industry, ﾠthe ﾠloss ﾠof ﾠsocial ﾠcohesion ﾠcaused ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠconstraints ﾠof ﾠa ﾠprofit-ﾭ‐‑
led ﾠeconomic ﾠlife, ﾠthe ﾠimbalance ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠratio ﾠbetween ﾠvisitors ﾠand ﾠlocals, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
environmental ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠrising ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Additionally, ﾠthe ﾠtightly ﾠregulated ﾠconstruction ﾠactivity ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠallow ﾠpeople ﾠ
to ﾠ build ﾠ new ﾠ houses ﾠ and ﾠ expand ﾠ their ﾠ businesses. ﾠ High ﾠ roofs ﾠ mask ﾠ illegal ﾠ
additions ﾠand ﾠliving ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠbecomes ﾠimpossible, ﾠunless ﾠone ﾠis ﾠstill ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠ
live ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmud ﾠbrick ﾠhouses ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury, ﾠa ﾠcase ﾠsimilar ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠ
Herzfeld ﾠdescribed ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠOld ﾠTown ﾠof ﾠRethymnon ﾠ(1991, ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.7). ﾠAs ﾠ
a ﾠ result, ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ appreciate ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource, ﾠ and ﾠ gratefully ﾠ
acknowledge ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ secures ﾠ their ﾠ livelihood, ﾠ but ﾠ resent ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ that ﾠ has ﾠ imposed ﾠ a ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ regulations ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ protect ﾠ the ﾠ
traditional ﾠ character ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ settlement. ﾠ As ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Rethymnon ﾠ (see ﾠ
above) ﾠand ﾠof ﾠAnafiotika, ﾠthe ﾠneighbourhood ﾠof ﾠillegal ﾠhouses ﾠbuilt ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠfoot ﾠ ﾠ
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of ﾠthe ﾠAcropolis ﾠ(Caftanzoglou ﾠ2001, ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.7), ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠdoes ﾠ
not ﾠconsider ﾠresidence ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmeans ﾠof ﾠsustainable ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ
but ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ threat ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ resource. ﾠ It ﾠ takes ﾠ a ﾠ scenographic ﾠ approach, ﾠ where ﾠ all ﾠ
current ﾠuses ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠhave ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠremoved, ﾠfor ﾠoffices ﾠand ﾠsmall ﾠmuseums ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
established, ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠprotection ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠachieved ﾠthrough, ﾠwhat ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠtermed, ﾠa ﾠ
process ﾠof ﾠdesertification. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠacknowledged ﾠ
the ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠwhich ﾠhe ﾠrecognised ﾠas ﾠ
increasingly ﾠsignificant ﾠthough ﾠnot ﾠof ﾠprimary ﾠimportance. ﾠThe ﾠgulf ﾠbetween ﾠ
this ﾠview ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠgovernment’s ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠculture ﾠwas ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ merger ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Ministries ﾠ of ﾠ Culture ﾠ and ﾠ Tourism ﾠ in ﾠ
October ﾠ2009 ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although, ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠinterviews, ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠrealised ﾠ
that ﾠ governments ﾠ take ﾠ a ﾠ different ﾠ approach ﾠ to ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠdespite ﾠthe ﾠacute ﾠeconomic ﾠproblems ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlatter, ﾠ
they ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠused ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠ
tourism ﾠto ﾠlever ﾠmore ﾠfunds. ﾠThe ﾠemployment ﾠof ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpressure ﾠlever ﾠfor ﾠ
funding ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠwas ﾠmentioned ﾠhaphazardly. ﾠThe ﾠinterview ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠrevealed ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠ
perceived ﾠ tourism ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ competitive ﾠ force ﾠ that ﾠ undermined ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠa ﾠpotential ﾠally ﾠwith ﾠwhich ﾠarchaeologists ﾠshould ﾠand ﾠ
could ﾠ co-ﾭ‐‑operate, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ necessary ﾠ compromises ﾠ to ﾠ potentially ﾠ benefit ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ seems ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ distinction ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ ‘profane’ ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ money ﾠ and ﾠ
development ﾠ as ﾠ opposed ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ sacred-ﾭ‐‑symbolic ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
heritage ﾠ is ﾠ deeply ﾠ rooted ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ perceptions ﾠ and ﾠ has ﾠ immense ﾠ ﾠ
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ramifications ﾠ for ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management ﾠ reality ﾠ (see ﾠ Hamilakis ﾠ
2007 ﾠregarding ﾠthis ﾠdistinction). ﾠThe ﾠonly ﾠcase ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠargument ﾠof ﾠtourism, ﾠ
combined ﾠwith ﾠnational ﾠpolitics, ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠto ﾠensure ﾠthe ﾠflow ﾠof ﾠhuge ﾠsums ﾠof ﾠ
money, ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ New ﾠ Acropolis ﾠ Museum ﾠ — ﾠ and ﾠ these ﾠ reflected ﾠback ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
whole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠParthenon ﾠMarbles ﾠissue. ﾠ ﾠThe ﾠsame ﾠdistinction ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠreflected ﾠ
in ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions: ﾠparticipants ﾠprioritised ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠvalues ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
highest ﾠfor ﾠarchaeology ﾠwhile, ﾠregarding ﾠits ﾠbenefits, ﾠtourism ﾠcame ﾠfirst ﾠ(see ﾠ
below ﾠ5.2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
economic ﾠbenefits ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ‘huge ﾠeconomic ﾠ
potential’ ﾠ derived ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ opening ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ
without ﾠany ﾠmention ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠemerge ﾠfrom ﾠthis ﾠpotential. ﾠThe ﾠonly ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠreferred ﾠspecifically ﾠto ﾠachieving ﾠeconomic ﾠbenefits ﾠwere ﾠthe ﾠ
university ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠand ﾠa ﾠrepresentative ﾠ
of ﾠa ﾠformer ﾠlocal ﾠadministration, ﾠthus ﾠshowing ﾠa ﾠfurther ﾠelaboration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠissue. ﾠ
In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ although ﾠ the ﾠ representatives ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠan ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠissues ﾠare ﾠand ﾠmeasures ﾠto ﾠface ﾠ
them ﾠare ﾠunderway, ﾠthey ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠan ﾠidea ﾠbut ﾠnot ﾠan ﾠinformed, ﾠbroader ﾠ
perspective ﾠand ﾠa ﾠlong-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠvision ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.1.5 Social and Cultural Impact of Archaeology 
In ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠpromote ﾠa ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
accessibility ﾠto ﾠinformation ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠconducted ﾠis ﾠcritical. ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠ
information ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠavailable ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠ(figure ﾠ55, ﾠtable ﾠ50), ﾠwhereas ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠ
of ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠinformation ﾠwas ﾠaccessible. ﾠThere ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠa ﾠ ﾠ
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group ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ indicated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ felt ﾠ that ﾠ information ﾠ was ﾠ
available ﾠ as ﾠ long ﾠ as ﾠ they ﾠ were ﾠ interested ﾠ enough ﾠ to ﾠ go ﾠ and ﾠ ask ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠSeventeen ﾠper ﾠcent ﾠfelt ﾠthis ﾠway ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠ8% ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 55 'Do you feel that information on the archaeological research conducted in 
the area is at your disposal?' 
 
The ﾠdifference ﾠbetween ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠother ﾠsites ﾠdemonstrates ﾠthe ﾠeffect ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠoutgoing ﾠapproach ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠteam ﾠadopted ﾠthere, ﾠin ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠmore ﾠcommon ﾠapproach ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠ
team ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠindicated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠhigher ﾠpercentage ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠ‘if ﾠyou ﾠask’ ﾠcategory, ﾠwhich, ﾠin ﾠa ﾠsense, ﾠrevealed ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠmature ﾠoption, ﾠ
one ﾠthat ﾠacknowledges ﾠthe ﾠpeoples’ ﾠrole, ﾠresponsibility, ﾠand ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑awareness ﾠof ﾠ
this ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ indicative ﾠ that ﾠ
participants ﾠhad ﾠpersonal ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠtalking ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠwere ﾠ
eager ﾠto ﾠconfirm ﾠthat ﾠ‘if ﾠyou ﾠgo ﾠthere, ﾠthe ﾠgirls ﾠwill ﾠtell ﾠyou ﾠ[whatever ﾠyou ﾠask]’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠadditional ﾠfactor ﾠcontributing ﾠtowards ﾠthis ﾠdifference ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ difference ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ a ﾠ prominent, ﾠ long ﾠ known ﾠ and ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService-ﾭ‐‑managed ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠa ﾠlocally ﾠmanaged ﾠand ﾠ
more ﾠ recently ﾠ founded ﾠ prehistoric ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ is ﾠ both ﾠ presented ﾠ and ﾠ
explained, ﾠ as ﾠ discussed ﾠ previously ﾠ (see ﾠ differences ﾠ between ﾠ case ﾠ studies ﾠ in ﾠ ﾠ
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frequency ﾠ and ﾠ reasons ﾠ to ﾠ visit ﾠ in ﾠ 5.1.3). ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ striking ﾠ how ﾠ similar ﾠ the ﾠ
percentages ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠinformation ﾠis ﾠaccessible ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠis ﾠto ﾠ
that ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ other ﾠ surveys ﾠ (see ﾠ 1.10). ﾠ However ﾠ the ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠinformation ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
double, ﾠwhich ﾠhighlights ﾠthe ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠexclusion ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠcase ﾠ
studies. ﾠ In ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ Naxos ﾠ this ﾠ percentage ﾠ reached ﾠ 84% ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠ(see ﾠGratsia ﾠ2.2.7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠgraduated ﾠwith ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠ
less ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠinformation ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠis ﾠ
at ﾠtheir ﾠdisposal ﾠ(figure ﾠ56, ﾠtable ﾠ51). ﾠWell ﾠover ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot, ﾠhad ﾠgraduated ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation. ﾠ
Almost ﾠ three ﾠ quarters ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ felt ﾠ that ﾠ information ﾠ was ﾠ at ﾠ their ﾠ
disposal, ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠasked, ﾠhad ﾠgraduated ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 56 Access to information on research by educational level in Dispilio (n= 101) 
 ﾠ
This ﾠ result ﾠ confirms ﾠ the ﾠ pattern ﾠ identified ﾠ earlier, ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ with ﾠ less ﾠ
education ﾠ being ﾠ apparently ﾠ less ﾠ demanding, ﾠ more ﾠ positive ﾠ and, ﾠ in ﾠ general, ﾠ
better ﾠ inclined ﾠ towards ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.2 ﾠ and ﾠ 5.1.3). ﾠ More ﾠ educated ﾠ
participants ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthe ﾠconfidence ﾠto ﾠask ﾠand ﾠfind ﾠout ﾠany ﾠinformation ﾠ ﾠ
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they ﾠrequired. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠanswers ﾠreflected ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠfeeling, ﾠthe ﾠ
sense, ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwas ﾠand ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠnecessarily ﾠtranslate ﾠinto ﾠactions. ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ question ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ validity ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ research ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ results ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurveys ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ
and ﾠ Delphi ﾠ (see ﾠ 3.2.2). ﾠ Percentages ﾠ were ﾠ strikingly ﾠ similar ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ two ﾠ sites ﾠ
(figure ﾠ 57, ﾠ table ﾠ 52). ﾠ Although ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ was ﾠ aimed ﾠ at ﾠ checking ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
spread ﾠ of ﾠ rumours ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ were ﾠ ‘manufacturing’ ﾠ the ﾠ
evidence ﾠ (see ﾠ below ﾠ 5.1.7), ﾠ it ﾠ turned ﾠ out ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ acknowledgment ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ as ﾠ professionals ﾠ was ﾠ as ﾠ high ﾠ as ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ at ﾠ a ﾠ well-ﾭ‐‑established ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠDelphi. ﾠParticipants’ ﾠcomments ﾠalso ﾠdemonstrated ﾠa ﾠ
surprisingly ﾠstrong ﾠbelief ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmyth ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ‘navel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠearth’ ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠspiritual ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠchallenging ﾠthus ﾠthe ﾠ‘professional’ ﾠor ﾠscientific ﾠ
approaches ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 57 ‘Do you regard the archaeologists’ research and interpretation regarding the 
settlement as reliable? If no, why?’ 
 ﾠ
The ﾠquestion ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠvalidity ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠresearch ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠgender ﾠ
in ﾠDelphi. ﾠMore ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠregarded ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠconducted ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ as ﾠ valid ﾠ(figure ﾠ 58, ﾠ table ﾠ 53). ﾠ This ﾠ result ﾠ confirms ﾠ the ﾠ pattern ﾠ ﾠ
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identified ﾠ so ﾠ far ﾠ regarding ﾠ gender, ﾠ where ﾠ males ﾠ take ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ critical ﾠ stance ﾠ
towards ﾠarchaeology ﾠwhile ﾠfemales ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠpositively ﾠinclined ﾠand ﾠengaged ﾠ
(see ﾠ5.1.2 ﾠand ﾠ5.1.3). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 58 Validity of archaeological research by gender in Delphi (n= 84) 
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠcurrent ﾠchoice ﾠof ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠon ﾠarchaeological ﾠresearch ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠone ﾠthird ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠalmost ﾠhalf ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠ
more ﾠ than ﾠ three ﾠ quarters ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ answered ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ would ﾠ ‘visit ﾠ the ﾠ
museum ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠask ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthemselves’ ﾠ(figure ﾠ59, ﾠtable ﾠ54). ﾠ
These ﾠresults ﾠreinforce ﾠthe ﾠconclusion ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠevents ﾠorganised ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
university ﾠteam ﾠcontributed ﾠgreatly ﾠto ﾠcreating ﾠan ﾠavenue ﾠof ﾠcommunication ﾠ
between ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠand ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠclearly ﾠfelt ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠ were ﾠ able ﾠ to ﾠ take ﾠ these ﾠ up. ﾠ The ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ
actively ﾠpursued ﾠthis ﾠcontact ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠhas ﾠmade ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
open ﾠ events ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ have ﾠ any ﾠ effect ﾠ (member ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ team, ﾠ pers. ﾠ
comm.). ﾠIt ﾠmight ﾠhowever ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠa ﾠspecific ﾠstimulation ﾠor ﾠcontext ﾠto ﾠ
actually ﾠapproach ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 59 ‘What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most 
recent results of archaeological research in the area?’  
 ﾠ
In ﾠcontrast, ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠanother ﾠone ﾠthird ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠ
ask ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠfamily ﾠor ﾠfriends ﾠwho ﾠmight ﾠknow. ﾠThese ﾠpercentages ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠ that, ﾠ although ﾠ all ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ their ﾠ
relationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwas ﾠgood, ﾠparticipants ﾠlacked ﾠthe ﾠwill ﾠto ﾠ
approach ﾠ them. ﾠ This ﾠ may ﾠ be ﾠ due ﾠ to ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ confidence ﾠ or ﾠ trust ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠwork ﾠor ﾠtheir ﾠprofessionalism, ﾠsince ﾠlocals ﾠwere ﾠpersuaded ﾠthat ﾠ
a ﾠfamily ﾠmember ﾠor ﾠa ﾠfriend ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠas ﾠreliable ﾠa ﾠsource ﾠas ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠ
or ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠcomfort ﾠand ﾠeasiness ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠor ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠ
possibly ﾠeven ﾠfear. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠthird ﾠbiggest ﾠgroup ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠask ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠonly ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠsaw ﾠthem ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠvillage, ﾠwhich ﾠsuggested ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠ
will ﾠto ﾠapproach ﾠthem ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠworking ﾠspace. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠfourth ﾠbiggest ﾠgroup ﾠ
in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ third ﾠ one ﾠ answered ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ would ﾠ look ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
newspaper. ﾠOverall, ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠwould ﾠprefer ﾠto ﾠturn ﾠto ﾠ
local ﾠ sources ﾠ (family, ﾠ friends ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ press) ﾠby ﾠ 55% ﾠ to ﾠ 42.5% ﾠs t r e n g t h e n s  ﾠt he ﾠ ﾠ
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conclusion ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ willing ﾠ to ﾠ contact ﾠ or ﾠ trust ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠ
 ﾠ
When ﾠ possible ﾠ sources ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ are ﾠ grouped ﾠ in ﾠ two ﾠ categories, ﾠ one ﾠ
regarding ﾠ asking ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ one ﾠ relying ﾠ on ﾠ local ﾠ sources ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ
family, ﾠ friends, ﾠ local ﾠ media), ﾠ the ﾠ preferred ﾠ source ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ correlates ﾠ
significantly ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠindependent ﾠvariables. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠemployed ﾠ
participants ﾠwould ﾠprefer ﾠto ﾠturn ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠfor ﾠinformation ﾠrather ﾠ
than ﾠrely ﾠon ﾠlocal ﾠsources ﾠ(figure ﾠ60, ﾠtable ﾠ55). ﾠAlmost ﾠas ﾠmany ﾠunemployed ﾠ
participants ﾠwould ﾠrely ﾠon ﾠlocal ﾠresources. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 60 Means to access information on archaeological research by employment 
condition in Krenides (n= 92) 
 ﾠ
Considering ﾠthat ﾠemployment ﾠstatus ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠgender, ﾠage ﾠand ﾠeducation ﾠ
in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.4), ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ mainly ﾠ female, ﾠ older ﾠ and ﾠ had ﾠ
graduated ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ or ﾠ less ﾠ would ﾠ prefer ﾠ to ﾠ rely ﾠ on ﾠ local ﾠ
resources ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthemselves; ﾠa ﾠconclusion ﾠthat ﾠ
was ﾠsupported ﾠby ﾠfurther ﾠcorrelations ﾠin ﾠall ﾠthree ﾠsites. ﾠ ﾠ
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Different ﾠ sources ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ also ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ educational ﾠ level ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠ for ﾠ example, ﾠ where ﾠ fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ had ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ
compulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠless ﾠwould ﾠask ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ(figure ﾠ61, ﾠtable ﾠ56). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 61 Means to access information on archaeological research by educational level 
in Dispilio (n= 92) 
 ﾠ
Sources ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠalso ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠage ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠFewer ﾠparticipants ﾠ
65 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠand ﾠover ﾠwould ﾠask ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ(figure ﾠ62, ﾠtable ﾠ57). ﾠAlso ﾠ
fewer ﾠparticipants ﾠbetween ﾠ18 ﾠand ﾠ39 ﾠwould ﾠtrust ﾠlocal ﾠsources. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 62 Means to access information on archaeological research by age in Dispilio 
(n= 101)  ﾠ
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This ﾠresult ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠ
more ﾠrecent ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites. ﾠAdditionally, ﾠolder ﾠpeople ﾠhave ﾠless ﾠ
contact ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠbecause ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
team ﾠare ﾠyounger. ﾠ ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠpossible ﾠthat ﾠolder ﾠpeople ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠsuspicious ﾠ
by ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ new ﾠ endeavours ﾠ or ﾠ just ﾠ less ﾠ likely ﾠ to ﾠ engage ﾠ with ﾠ new ﾠ social ﾠ
environments ﾠor ﾠto ﾠmove ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠas ﾠmuch, ﾠas ﾠMerriman ﾠalso ﾠ
noted ﾠin ﾠhis ﾠsurvey ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ answers ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ gender. ﾠ More ﾠ males ﾠ would ﾠ ask ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwhile ﾠmore ﾠfemales ﾠwould ﾠturn ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠsources ﾠ(figure ﾠ63, ﾠtable ﾠ
58). ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠconfirms ﾠearlier ﾠconclusions ﾠon ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants’ ﾠengagement ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠcommunity’s ﾠsocial ﾠlife ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3). ﾠ
 ﾠ




Identification ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site’s ﾠ historical ﾠ and ﾠ scientific ﾠ value ﾠ was ﾠ
found ﾠto ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠlocals’ ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠplace ﾠand ﾠpride ﾠin ﾠmany ﾠways: ﾠthey ﾠderived ﾠ ﾠ
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pride ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠacknowledgment ﾠthe ﾠname ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠreceives, ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠits ﾠmaterial ﾠremains ﾠand ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠadded ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠ
research ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠmany ﾠparticipants ﾠperceived ﾠthis ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠ
recognition ﾠmainly ﾠas ﾠa ﾠlever ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠeconomic ﾠdevelopment. ﾠHowever, ﾠhigh ﾠ
percentages ﾠof ﾠconfirmation ﾠof ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠbelonging, ﾠof ﾠancestry ﾠand ﾠof ﾠrights ﾠ
and ﾠresponsibilities ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠdemonstrated ﾠclearly ﾠthat ﾠ
it ﾠalso ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠpride ﾠfor ﾠone'ƹ ﾠs ﾠorigin ﾠand ﾠis ﾠan ﾠinherent ﾠ
element ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠidentity. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠbelonging, ﾠtwo ﾠthirds ﾠof ﾠrespondents ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠalmost ﾠtwo ﾠthirds ﾠ
in ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠslightly ﾠfewer ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠbelonged ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠ
and ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcommunity ﾠ(figure ﾠ64, ﾠtable ﾠ59). ﾠOther ﾠanswers ﾠthat ﾠ
were ﾠincluded ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ‘no’ ﾠcategory ﾠincluded ﾠthat ﾠ the ﾠsite ﾠbelonged ﾠrather ﾠto ﾠ
Greece ﾠ (Krenides, ﾠ 5%, ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ 9% ﾠ and ﾠDelphi ﾠ just ﾠ 2%), ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ whole ﾠworld ﾠ
(Delphi, ﾠ20%; ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠ3%) ﾠand ﾠto ﾠ‘those ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠ
interests ﾠand ﾠget ﾠthe ﾠmoney’ ﾠ(Delphi ﾠ11%; ﾠKrenides ﾠ8%; ﾠDispilio ﾠ4%). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 64 ‘Do you feel that these archaeological sites/museums belong to 
you/constitute part of your community and if not, to whom would you say that they 
belong?’ 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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A ﾠclear ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠexpressed ﾠtheir ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠownership ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsites. ﾠ
The ﾠ role ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ played ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ shaping ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ identity ﾠ and ﾠ pride ﾠ
became ﾠ obvious ﾠ even ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ where ﾠ one ﾠ fifth ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ
expressed ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠinternational ﾠacclaim, ﾠas ﾠexperienced ﾠfor ﾠmany ﾠ
years ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠevery ﾠday ﾠlife ﾠand ﾠformally ﾠrecognised ﾠthrough ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠ
status. ﾠ One ﾠ tenth ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ insisted ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ and ﾠ
economic ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcommunity’s ﾠrelationship ﾠto ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThis ﾠattitude ﾠ
was ﾠoften ﾠexpressed ﾠby ﾠparticipants ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey ﾠthrough ﾠ
an ﾠ explicit ﾠ claim ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ revenues ﾠ from ﾠ entrance ﾠ tickets ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ respect ﾠ to ﾠ
proposed ﾠ counter-ﾭ‐‑measures ﾠ to ﾠ balance ﾠ the ﾠ regulations ﾠ over ﾠ building ﾠ
restrictions, ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ property ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ negative ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ tourism ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
community. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠindependent ﾠvariables ﾠcorrelated ﾠ
with ﾠ answers ﾠ about ﾠ belonging ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ and ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ
about ﾠrights ﾠand/or ﾠresponsibilities ﾠfor ﾠthem, ﾠas ﾠdiscussed ﾠbelow. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠa ﾠquestion ﾠprobing ﾠthe ﾠancestral ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠover ﾠthree ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠ
participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ almost ﾠ three ﾠ quarters ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ were ﾠ positive ﾠ
(figure ﾠ65, ﾠtable ﾠ60). ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠpercentage ﾠfell ﾠto ﾠjust ﾠover ﾠhalf. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 65 'Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and 
left these ruins are your ancestors? Do you feel any relation to them?' 
  ﾠ
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The ﾠresults ﾠat ﾠDispilio ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠ
work ﾠin ﾠKastoria ﾠsettled ﾠrecently ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠbut ﾠeven ﾠolder ﾠresidents ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠ
they ﾠ live ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ recent ﾠ settlement ﾠ rather ﾠ than ﾠ a ﾠ historic ﾠ one. ﾠ The ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ are ﾠ dated ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Neolithic ﾠ without ﾠ the ﾠ
intervention ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ other ﾠ Classical, ﾠ Hellenistic, ﾠ Roman ﾠ or ﾠ even ﾠ Byzantine ﾠ
material, ﾠ except ﾠ for ﾠ a ﾠ Hellenistic ﾠ fortification ﾠ wall ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.2.2), ﾠ may ﾠ also ﾠ
contribute ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ felt ﾠ unrelated ﾠ to ﾠ it, ﾠ although ﾠ as ﾠ already ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠthey ﾠstill ﾠfelt ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠbelonged ﾠto ﾠthem. ﾠAnother ﾠfactor ﾠthat ﾠmay ﾠ
have ﾠcontributed ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠextended ﾠsermon ﾠgiven ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠpriest ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠwas ﾠinitiated ﾠon ﾠhow ﾠJesus ﾠChrist ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠfounder ﾠof ﾠall ﾠcivilisation ﾠ
on ﾠearth. ﾠAs ﾠone ﾠparticipant ﾠtold ﾠme: ﾠ‘Christ ﾠbrought ﾠreligion ﾠto ﾠearth. ﾠWe ﾠdo ﾠ
not ﾠcome ﾠfrom ﾠanimals.’ ﾠFurthermore, ﾠthe ﾠgeneric ﾠand ﾠgenerally ﾠrestricted ﾠway ﾠ
in ﾠwhich ﾠprehistory ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠportrayed ﾠin ﾠpopular ﾠculture ﾠ(e.g. ﾠThe ﾠFlintstones ﾠ
cartoon) ﾠand ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.5) ﾠmay ﾠexplain ﾠwhy ﾠpeople ﾠfound ﾠit ﾠ
difficult ﾠto ﾠassociate ﾠwith ﾠthese ﾠtimes. ﾠAs ﾠone ﾠparticipant ﾠsaid, ﾠ‘the ﾠNeolithic ﾠ
[peoples] ﾠ were ﾠ nomads’. ﾠ Overall, ﾠ the ﾠ more ﾠ prominent ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ archaeology ﾠ
was, ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠpeople ﾠclaimed ﾠdescent, ﾠbut ﾠin ﾠcultural ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠbiological ﾠ
terms. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Two ﾠ variables ﾠ correlated ﾠ significantly ﾠ to ﾠ participants’ ﾠ answers ﾠ regarding ﾠ
ancestry ﾠboth ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio: ﾠage ﾠand ﾠeducation. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠmore ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠages ﾠbetween ﾠ18 ﾠand ﾠ39 ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠ
were ﾠoriginally ﾠassociated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠwere ﾠtheir ﾠancestors ﾠ(figure ﾠ66, ﾠtable ﾠ
61). ﾠ The ﾠ result ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ (figure ﾠ 67, ﾠ table ﾠ 62). ﾠ The ﾠ great ﾠ
difference ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ youngest ﾠ age ﾠ group ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ two ﾠ provides ﾠ
historical ﾠperspective ﾠon ﾠhow ﾠpeople’s ﾠfeeling ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ
may ﾠ have ﾠ changed ﾠ throughout ﾠ time. ﾠ It ﾠ could ﾠ also ﾠ explain ﾠ what ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ
described ﾠ as ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ relevance ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ This ﾠ result ﾠ also ﾠ confirmed ﾠ
younger ﾠ participants ﾠ as ﾠ more ﾠ critical ﾠ towards ﾠ archaeology ﾠ than ﾠ other ﾠ age ﾠ ﾠ
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groups, ﾠas ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠfound ﾠregarding ﾠimpressions ﾠfrom ﾠtheir ﾠlast ﾠvisit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠimpressions ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠsurveys ﾠ
conducted ﾠin ﾠBritain ﾠ(Prince ﾠand ﾠSchadla-ﾭ‐‑Hall, ﾠsee ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 66 Feeling of ancestry by age in Krenides (n= 97) 
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 67 Feeling of ancestry by age in Dispilio (n= 101) 
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠeducation, ﾠtwo ﾠthirds ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠ
who ﾠ lived ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ Neolithic ﾠ onwards ﾠ were ﾠ their ﾠ ancestors ﾠ in ﾠ
Krenides ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠ(figure ﾠ68, ﾠtable ﾠ63). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 68 Feeling of ancestry by educational level in Krenides (n= 97) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio ﾠthe ﾠpattern ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠsame. ﾠAlmost ﾠthree ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠ
stated ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ feel ﾠ that ﾠ these ﾠ people ﾠ were ﾠ their ﾠ ancestors ﾠ had ﾠ
graduated ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ (figure ﾠ 69, ﾠ table ﾠ 64). ﾠ This ﾠ
result ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠeducated ﾠa ﾠparticipant ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠless ﾠlikely ﾠ
they ﾠwere ﾠto ﾠfeel ﾠan ﾠancestral ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 69 Feeling of ancestry by educational level in Dispilio (n= 101) 
 ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠresponsibility ﾠfor ﾠand/ ﾠor ﾠrights ﾠto ﾠthese ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠ
museums, ﾠ three ﾠ quarters ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ almost ﾠ two ﾠ thirds ﾠ in ﾠ
Krenides ﾠand ﾠslightly ﾠless ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠboth ﾠresponsibility ﾠ
and ﾠrights ﾠ(figure ﾠ70, ﾠtable ﾠ65). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 70 'Do you feel that you have a kind of responsibility for and/or rights to these 
arch. sites/museums because you live so close to them?' 
 ﾠ
There ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠadmission ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠhave ﾠresponsibility ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites. ﾠHowever ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠone ﾠquarter ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠeither ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠcurrently ﾠ
had ﾠrights ﾠor ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠshould ﾠhave ﾠrights. ﾠThe ﾠpercentage ﾠwas ﾠ
lower ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ This ﾠ can ﾠ be ﾠ taken ﾠ either ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ acceptance ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ exclusive ﾠ
management ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠor ﾠas ﾠa ﾠstatement ﾠof ﾠprotest ﾠagainst ﾠ
it. ﾠAnswers ﾠto ﾠquestions ﾠregarding ﾠaccessibility ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠinformation ﾠ
(see ﾠabove) ﾠand ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ and ﾠ museums ﾠ imply ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ rather ﾠ the ﾠ latter ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ
former ﾠ(see ﾠbelow). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Promotion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠits ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠpride ﾠin ﾠit ﾠwere ﾠmentioned ﾠas ﾠadvantages ﾠ
that ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠowed ﾠto ﾠarchaeology. ﾠMore ﾠpeople ﾠmentioned ﾠthem ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ than ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ This ﾠ may ﾠ well ﾠ be ﾠ because ﾠ until ﾠ ﾠ
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relatively ﾠrecently ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠat ﾠDispilio ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠlittle ﾠknown ﾠwhile ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠ
Delphi ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠacknowledged ﾠas ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠinterest ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠlonger ﾠ
period. ﾠArchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠargued ﾠalong ﾠsimilar ﾠlines ﾠrepeatedly ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠto ﾠ
emphasise ﾠtheir ﾠcontribution ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠwhich ﾠthey ﾠbase ﾠon ﾠevidence ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠreferences ﾠnow ﾠmade ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠInternet ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠpictures ﾠ
that ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠuploaded ﾠto ﾠGoogle ﾠEarth. ﾠThey ﾠclaim ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠnothing ﾠ
relevant ﾠ to ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ Internet ﾠ before ﾠ the ﾠ excavations ﾠ started. ﾠ The ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠagreed ﾠwith ﾠthis ﾠpoint. ﾠIn ﾠaddition ﾠas ﾠ
another ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠpointed ﾠout, ﾠthere ﾠcurrently ﾠis ﾠneither ﾠanother ﾠlake ﾠ
settlement ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠvisitors ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠnor ﾠan ﾠEcomuseum, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠlake ﾠ
settlements ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠwidely ﾠknown ﾠenhances ﾠits ﾠsingularity. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠ contribution ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ to ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ pride ﾠ it ﾠ
inspires ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ testimony ﾠ the ﾠ material ﾠ remains ﾠ offer. ﾠ Again ﾠ as ﾠ above, ﾠ in ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ draw ﾠ pride ﾠ directly ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ
history ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠsites ﾠas ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠdocumented ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠas ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑discovered ﾠ
by ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ In ﾠ Philippi, ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ represents ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ typical ﾠ and ﾠ
glorified ﾠ period ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ history ﾠ thanks ﾠ to ﾠ its ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ Philip ﾠ II, ﾠ
Alexander ﾠthe ﾠGreat ﾠand ﾠSaint ﾠPaul. ﾠThe ﾠmonumentality ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠremains ﾠalso ﾠ
contributes ﾠto ﾠan ﾠimpressive ﾠperception. ﾠIn ﾠacknowledgment, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠinscribe ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠ
Heritage ﾠList ﾠwere ﾠinspired ﾠby ﾠtheir ﾠlove ﾠand ﾠadmiration ﾠfor ﾠit ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠwill ﾠto ﾠ
leave ﾠ a ﾠ worthy ﾠ heritage ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ next ﾠ generation. ﾠ The ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Diocese ﾠalso ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠ‘proud ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠChristian ﾠfinds ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlater ﾠ
ones’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ case ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ exactly ﾠ identical ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ Only ﾠ one ﾠ member ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ team, ﾠ
maybe ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠoptimistic ﾠone, ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠlocals ﾠwere ﾠproud ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠtheir ﾠ
relatives ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠmuddy ﾠexcavation ﾠsite. ﾠThere ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠoverall ﾠconsensus ﾠ ﾠ
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among ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠ‘archaeology’ ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠ
been ﾠ received ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ Classical ﾠ site ﾠ would ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ received. ﾠ They ﾠ
attributed ﾠ this ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ teaching ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
secondary ﾠrole ﾠthat ﾠprehistoric ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠplayed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
discipline ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.2 ﾠand ﾠ2.2.5). ﾠIndeed, ﾠreferences ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠ‘holes’ ﾠand ﾠ
‘stones’ ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpopular ﾠname ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠsite ﾠamong ﾠDispiliots ﾠas ﾠ‘the ﾠ
holes’ ﾠindicated ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠcorrectly ﾠidentified ﾠthe ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
locals. ﾠ A ﾠ characteristic ﾠ event ﾠ during ﾠ fieldwork ﾠ was ﾠ when ﾠ a ﾠ participant ﾠ
contrasted ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠpresentation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠInternet ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠreality, ﾠin ﾠhis ﾠopinion: ﾠ
‘you ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠwebsite ﾠand ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠParthenon’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwho ﾠ
referred ﾠdirectly ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠpride ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠis ﾠconducting ﾠ
research ﾠat ﾠ‘their’ ﾠsite. ﾠHe ﾠmade ﾠa ﾠclear ﾠdistinction ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠ‘face ﾠin ﾠsociety’ ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠ
hand, ﾠ there ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ an ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ not ﾠ associate ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
university, ﾠ partly ﾠ because ﾠ no ﾠ funding ﾠ comes ﾠ from ﾠ it. ﾠ The ﾠ university ﾠ sign ﾠ
outside ﾠthe ﾠexcavation’s ﾠworkshop ﾠis ﾠsmall. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠ
emphasised ﾠthe ﾠargument ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠput ﾠDispilio ﾠ‘on ﾠthe ﾠmap’, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠ
not ﾠpossible ﾠto ﾠtalk ﾠabout ﾠlocal ﾠpride ﾠconsidering ﾠtheir ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠ
relationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠif ﾠwhat ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠcontradiction ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠpride ﾠof ﾠDispiliots ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ reputation ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ area ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ faith ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ actual ﾠ
material ﾠ remains ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ is ﾠ placed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ literature ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities, ﾠit ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexplained. ﾠ
The ﾠcase ﾠis ﾠsimilar ﾠto ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠSphakia, ﾠwhere ﾠit ﾠtook ﾠtime ﾠfor ﾠpeople ﾠto ﾠtrust ﾠand ﾠ
respect ﾠfirst ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠand ﾠthen ﾠtheir ﾠfindings, ﾠand ﾠto ﾠ
reach ﾠthe ﾠpoint ﾠof ﾠfeeling ﾠproud ﾠenough ﾠto ﾠraise ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠdisplaying ﾠthem ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ
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a ﾠ museum. ﾠ People ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ value ﾠ the ﾠ findings ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Toumba ﾠ excavation ﾠ in ﾠ
Thessaloniki ﾠeither, ﾠbut ﾠdid ﾠvalue ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbroader ﾠ
stereotype ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.7). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠwas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfew ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠ
clearly ﾠarticulated ﾠthe ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcontribution ﾠarchaeology ﾠcould ﾠmake ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠ
cultural ﾠawareness ﾠand ﾠidentity. ﾠHe ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠidentity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠ
periphery, ﾠ as ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ shaped ﾠ under ﾠ the ﾠ influence ﾠ of ﾠ TV ﾠ culture ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ
imitation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ trends ﾠ followed ﾠ in ﾠ Athens. ﾠ His ﾠ idea ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ local ﾠ identity ﾠ
contrasted ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠday-ﾭ‐‑long ﾠfestivals, ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠlocal ﾠproducts, ﾠwhere ﾠ‘anything ﾠ
anti-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠ there ﾠ is’ ﾠ is ﾠ present: ﾠ ‘bad ﾠ singers, ﾠ bad ﾠ food, ﾠ no ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
character ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea’. ﾠSpecifically ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠDispilio, ﾠhis ﾠidea ﾠconsisted ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ small-ﾭ‐‑scale ﾠ visitor ﾠ businesses ﾠ around ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
site, ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum, ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠpark ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠmuseum. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠhe ﾠ
admitted ﾠ with ﾠ disappointment ﾠ and ﾠdisdain ﾠthat ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ share ﾠ the ﾠ
feeling ﾠof ﾠidentity ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhad ﾠpotentially ﾠgiven ﾠto ﾠDispilio. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠa ﾠsimilar ﾠvein, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ
also ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpotential ﾠfor ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ‘re-ﾭ‐‑connection ﾠ
of ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠcultural ﾠlandscape’ ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠgrounds ﾠthat ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠ
Greek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠminimised ﾠany ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠless ﾠglorious ﾠthan ﾠ
the ﾠParthenon, ﾠwith ﾠexceptions ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠOlympia, ﾠwith ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠ
people’s ﾠ perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ local ﾠ heritage. ﾠ The ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ explicitly ﾠ
alluded ﾠ to ﾠ this ﾠ degrading ﾠ view ﾠ of ﾠ anything ﾠ possessing ﾠ less ﾠ than ﾠ Classical ﾠ
grandeur ﾠ(see ﾠthe ﾠcomment ﾠabove ﾠthat ﾠcompared ﾠDispilio ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠParthenon). ﾠ ﾠ
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Social Cohesion 
Considering ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠthat ﾠemployment ﾠstatus ﾠand ﾠeducational ﾠlevel ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ views ﾠ of ﾠ participants, ﾠ one ﾠ could ﾠ suggest ﾠ that ﾠ these ﾠ two ﾠ variables ﾠ
influence ﾠparticipants’ ﾠperceptions ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdegree ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠan ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠ
social ﾠcohesion. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠparticularly ﾠtrue ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠKrenides ﾠwhere ﾠthese ﾠtwo ﾠ
variables ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠ25 ﾠother. ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠeducational ﾠlevel ﾠcorrelated ﾠeight ﾠ
times ﾠand ﾠemployment ﾠstatus ﾠonly ﾠtwice. ﾠNone ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠvariables ﾠturned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠ
be ﾠ statistically ﾠ significant ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ Both ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ gender ﾠ
turned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠa ﾠmuch ﾠmore ﾠinfluential ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠopinions ﾠof ﾠparticipants. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
From ﾠthese ﾠresults ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠargue ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠpossible ﾠto ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthat ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ does ﾠ have ﾠ a ﾠ potentially ﾠ more ﾠ socially ﾠ cohesive ﾠ role ﾠin ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠeven ﾠless ﾠso ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠNot ﾠ
only ﾠhas ﾠarchaeology ﾠnot ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠsocial ﾠcohesion ﾠin ﾠthese ﾠcommunities ﾠ
but ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠconstituted ﾠin ﾠitself ﾠa ﾠfield ﾠwhere ﾠeconomic, ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠ
discrepancies ﾠare ﾠprojected. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Heritage 
The ﾠpotential ﾠrole ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠmight ﾠplay ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠformation ﾠof ﾠan ﾠidea ﾠof ﾠ
cultural ﾠ inheritance ﾠ related ﾠ to ﾠ locality ﾠ surfaced ﾠ on ﾠ several ﾠ occasions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
survey’s ﾠ results. ﾠ One ﾠ instance ﾠ regarded ﾠ participants’ ﾠ associations ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠparticularly ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠlocality ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.2) ﾠand ﾠit ﾠ
turned ﾠout ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠstrongest ﾠassociation ﾠin ﾠeach ﾠcase ﾠstudy. ﾠAnother ﾠinstance ﾠ
was ﾠrevealed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠhigh ﾠresponse ﾠrate ﾠof ﾠ‘experience/life ﾠhere’ ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠ basic ﾠ source ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ on ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ below ﾠ on ﾠ educational ﾠ
impact). ﾠ ﾠ
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A ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprogramme ﾠcontracts ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠ
Ministry ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠto ﾠsay ﾠthat ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠneeded ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
supported ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ and ﾠnot ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ only ﾠ conducted ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ because ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ ‘mirror ﾠ and ﾠ reflect’ ﾠ the ﾠ
bearing ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonuments. ﾠTherefore, ﾠthe ﾠpeople'ƹs ﾠculture ﾠis ﾠinfluenced ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
existence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠexpress ﾠthis ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠinfluence ﾠin ﾠ
their ﾠown ﾠlivelihood ﾠand ﾠbehavior. ﾠThese ﾠare ﾠquite ﾠvague ﾠstatements, ﾠone ﾠcould ﾠ




As ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠresource ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠmay ﾠalso ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcreation ﾠof ﾠ
public ﾠspaces ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠAs ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠlocals ﾠ
visit ﾠ their ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.3), ﾠ local ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ often ﾠ
contribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠby ﾠhosting ﾠevents ﾠor ﾠoccasional ﾠ
recreational ﾠwalking. ﾠAn ﾠexample ﾠthat ﾠillustrates ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠ
theatre ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpurposes ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival, ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠinitiative ﾠ(see ﾠ4.1.1). ﾠIn ﾠ
the ﾠ area ﾠ next ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site, ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ space ﾠ for ﾠ casual ﾠ walks, ﾠ a ﾠ
basketball ﾠ court, ﾠ a ﾠ café-ﾭ‐‑restaurant, ﾠ a ﾠ playground ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ municipality’s ﾠ art ﾠ
gallery, ﾠadding ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrecreational ﾠand ﾠpublic ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠhave ﾠtried ﾠmany ﾠtimes ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠits ﾠwork ﾠpublicly ﾠaccessible ﾠ(see ﾠ4.2.1), ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠone ﾠ
of ﾠits ﾠmembers, ﾠthe ﾠresponse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠdeclined ﾠrapidly ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠyear ﾠ
and ﾠon. ﾠThe ﾠsame ﾠmember ﾠaffirmed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠregarded ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠmost ﾠsuccessful ﾠof ﾠits ﾠpublic ﾠpresentation ﾠprojects ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠits ﾠacceptance ﾠ
by ﾠ the ﾠ locals. ﾠ In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ survey, ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠwere ﾠused ﾠrarely ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠunder ﾠspecial ﾠ
circumstances ﾠfor ﾠpublic ﾠevents. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Leisure 
Although ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠexpressed ﾠtheir ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
great ﾠmajorities ﾠin ﾠall ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.1), ﾠone ﾠcannot ﾠclaim ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠinterest ﾠ
is ﾠnecessarily ﾠtranslated ﾠinto ﾠactive ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology. ﾠParticipants’ ﾠ
will ﾠ to ﾠ engage ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ activities ﾠ was ﾠ further ﾠ investigated. ﾠ In ﾠ the ﾠ
question, ﾠ‘ how ﾠ interested ﾠ do ﾠ you ﾠ think ﾠ people ﾠ like ﾠ you ﾠ would ﾠ be ﾠ in ﾠ visiting ﾠ the ﾠ
excavation, ﾠ if ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ was ﾠ open ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ were ﾠ
digging ﾠon ﾠa ﾠscale ﾠfrom ﾠ1 ﾠ(not ﾠinterested ﾠat ﾠall) ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠ(extremely ﾠinterested)?’ ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠinterested. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠalmost ﾠ
half ﾠwere ﾠinterested ﾠ(figure ﾠ71, ﾠtable ﾠ66). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 71 'On a scale of 1 (not interested at all) to 10 (extremely interested), if the 
excavations were open to the public while the archaeologists were digging, how 
interested do you think people like you would be in visiting it?' 
 
The ﾠdifference ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠrescue ﾠexcavations ﾠhad ﾠtaken ﾠ
place ﾠ occasionally ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ participants ﾠ had ﾠ experience ﾠ of ﾠ locals ﾠ
gathering ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠtrenches ﾠand ﾠwatching ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠ‘How ﾠinterested ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠpeople ﾠlike ﾠyou ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠin ﾠactively ﾠ
participating ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠdig, ﾠif ﾠsuch ﾠan ﾠinitiative ﾠwas ﾠtaken ﾠby ﾠarchaeologists ﾠon ﾠa ﾠscale ﾠfrom ﾠ
1 ﾠ(not ﾠinterested ﾠat ﾠall) ﾠto ﾠ10 ﾠ(extremely ﾠinterested)?’ ﾠthere ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠobvious ﾠshift ﾠof ﾠ
answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ positive ﾠ side ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ spectrum. ﾠ More ﾠ than ﾠ one ﾠ third ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠwere ﾠpositive ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠagain ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠhalf ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ(figure ﾠ72, ﾠtable ﾠ67). ﾠ
 
Figure 72 'On a scale of 1 (not interested at all) to 10 (extremely interested), how 
interested do you think people like you would be in participating voluntarily in the 
excavation, if such an initiative was taken by archaeologists?' 
 
The ﾠrise ﾠin ﾠpositive ﾠanswers ﾠmight ﾠsuggest ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠ
willing ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠin ﾠan ﾠactively ﾠengaging ﾠand ﾠunknown ﾠexperience ﾠthan ﾠto ﾠ
passively ﾠ watch ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ work, ﾠ which ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ the ﾠ previous ﾠ
question ﾠwas ﾠperceived ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠabsence ﾠof ﾠother ﾠeducational ﾠand ﾠentertaining ﾠ
events ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠhosted ﾠin ﾠ‘open ﾠdays’. ﾠThis ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠin ﾠagreement ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠstudents ﾠanswered ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠquestion ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005, ﾠsee ﾠ2.2.5). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Interest ﾠ in ﾠ participating ﾠ in ﾠ an ﾠ excavation ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ frequency ﾠ of ﾠ
attendance ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides. ﾠ Fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ
attended ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival ﾠ rarely ﾠ or ﾠ once ﾠ every ﾠ three ﾠ years ﾠ were ﾠ neither ﾠ
interested ﾠnor ﾠuninterested ﾠin ﾠvolunteering ﾠat ﾠan ﾠexcavation ﾠ(figure ﾠ73, ﾠtable ﾠ ﾠ
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68). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠfewer ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠattended ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠrarely ﾠor ﾠ
once ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears ﾠwere ﾠuninterested ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠwere ﾠinterested; ﾠpotentially ﾠ
demonstrating ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠenjoy ﾠspectacles ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠlikely ﾠ
to ﾠenjoy ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠan ﾠactivity ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠexcavation. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 73 Interest in voluntary participation in excavation by frequency of attendance 
to the Philippi Festival in Krenides (n= 80) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠfewer ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠuninterested ﾠin ﾠvolunteering ﾠfor ﾠ
an ﾠexcavation ﾠ(figure ﾠ74, ﾠtable ﾠ69). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 74 Interest in voluntary participation in excavation by gender in Dispilio (n= 
98) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠDelphi, ﾠas ﾠmany ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠvolunteering ﾠin ﾠan ﾠ
excavation ﾠ as ﾠ males ﾠ were ﾠ uninterested ﾠ (figure ﾠ 75, ﾠ table ﾠ 70). ﾠ These ﾠ results ﾠ
confirm ﾠthe ﾠpattern ﾠobserved ﾠbefore ﾠregarding ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠbeing ﾠmore ﾠ
positive ﾠand ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠthan ﾠmale. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 75 Interest in voluntary participation in excavation by gender in Delphi (n= 83) 
 ﾠ
Another ﾠimportant ﾠfactor ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠinclusion ﾠof ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠmuseum ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ life ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ is ﾠ its ﾠ compatibility ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ cultural ﾠ
landscape ﾠalready ﾠin ﾠplace. ﾠWhen ﾠit ﾠcame ﾠto ﾠreasons ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠvisits, ﾠthe ﾠhighest ﾠ
rates ﾠof ﾠresponses ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠincluded ﾠattendance ﾠof ﾠan ﾠevent ﾠor ﾠ
walking ﾠand ﾠexercise ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3). ﾠSuch ﾠa ﾠcase ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠFestival. ﾠThe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠattendance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠas ﾠa ﾠvariable ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠseven ﾠ
other ﾠ variables, ﾠ being ﾠ the ﾠ third ﾠ most ﾠ influential ﾠ variable ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠthat ﾠits ﾠrole ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠformulative ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠopinions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
community ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Despite ﾠ the ﾠ efforts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
opinion ﾠof ﾠone ﾠof ﾠits ﾠmembers, ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠevents ﾠthey ﾠorganised ﾠhad ﾠa ﾠsimilar ﾠ
effect ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum. ﾠAlthough ﾠ ﾠ
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there ﾠis ﾠno ﾠdocumentary ﾠevidence ﾠregarding ﾠthese ﾠactivities ﾠor ﾠtheir ﾠimpact, ﾠone ﾠ
could ﾠsuggest ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠreason ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠincorporate ﾠthem ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ current ﾠ cultural ﾠ landscape ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ even ﾠ if ﾠ this ﾠ refers ﾠ only ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
Ascension ﾠDay ﾠFair. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠtrue ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠnow ﾠfrequently ﾠorganises ﾠpublic ﾠevents ﾠ
(see ﾠ 2.2.3). ﾠ However, ﾠ these ﾠ are ﾠ organised ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ
interests, ﾠ agenda ﾠ and ﾠ standards ﾠ while ﾠ evidence ﾠ showed ﾠ that ﾠ activities ﾠ with ﾠ
better ﾠ potential ﾠ to ﾠ succeed ﾠ are ﾠ the ﾠ ones ﾠ that ﾠ originate ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
communities, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival. ﾠ In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ member ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
Association ﾠof ﾠFriends ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠLake ﾠSettlement ﾠadmitted, ﾠtheir ﾠmost ﾠsuccessful ﾠ
event ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠstaging ﾠof ﾠa ﾠplay ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠmany ﾠstudents ﾠfrom ﾠ
Dispilio. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠexample ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠconcert ﾠorganised ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠyouth ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
Ecomuseum ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ time ﾠ of ﾠ fieldwork. ﾠ Although ﾠ the ﾠ organisation ﾠ committee ﾠ
invited ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠto ﾠintroduce ﾠtheir ﾠevent ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠspeech, ﾠthus ﾠ
honouring ﾠhim ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠteam, ﾠthe ﾠfew ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠwho ﾠattended ﾠ
it ﾠleft ﾠthe ﾠevent ﾠafter ﾠhe ﾠhad ﾠspoken. ﾠLack ﾠof ﾠresponsiveness ﾠthus ﾠgoes ﾠboth ﾠ
ways ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Social Awareness 
The ﾠvast ﾠmajority ﾠin ﾠall ﾠthree ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠagreed ﾠwith ﾠparticipation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
administration ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ associations ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ local ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites. ﾠ The ﾠ high ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ consent ﾠ was ﾠ noteworthy. ﾠ The ﾠ
representatives ﾠof ﾠboth ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠnoted ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠgood ﾠcollaboration ﾠ
always ﾠhelped ﾠto ﾠresolve ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠemerged ﾠand ﾠimplicated ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration. ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠalso ﾠemphasized ﾠthat ﾠsince ﾠ ﾠ
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there ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠchance ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration’s ﾠdecisions ﾠmight ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource ﾠthey ﾠshould, ﾠat ﾠleast, ﾠbe ﾠinformed ﾠon ﾠa ﾠregular ﾠbasis ﾠso ﾠ
that ﾠthey ﾠmade ﾠthe ﾠright ﾠdecision ﾠfor ﾠprotection. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthis ﾠrespect, ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠplayed ﾠin ﾠa ﾠdebate ﾠthat ﾠ
regarded ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠof ﾠan ﾠaluminium ﾠplant ﾠapproved ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠ
Culture ﾠ(see ﾠ4.3.3) ﾠconstitutes ﾠa ﾠsuccessful ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠactive ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
management ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite. ﾠOf ﾠcourse, ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠwould ﾠprobably ﾠ
not ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ as ﾠ successful ﾠ without ﾠ international ﾠ support ﾠ and ﾠ pressure ﾠ
regarding ﾠ UNESCO’s ﾠ World ﾠ Heritage ﾠ List ﾠ nomination ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
site. ﾠ However, ﾠ the ﾠ outcome ﾠ strengthened ﾠ the ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑confidence ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠbecause, ﾠalthough ﾠit ﾠdepended ﾠon ﾠexperts’ ﾠand ﾠpoliticians’ ﾠopinion, ﾠ
the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ opinion ﾠ was ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ end ﾠ deemed ﾠ legitimate. ﾠ This ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑confidence ﾠ
became ﾠ apparent ﾠ when ﾠ survey ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ expressed ﾠ their ﾠ
disapproval ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠtheatre, ﾠbuilt ﾠto ﾠhost ﾠperformances ﾠinstead ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
ancient ﾠone, ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠclaimed ﾠpercentages ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite’s ﾠand ﾠ
museum’s ﾠ revenue ﾠ and ﾠ when ﾠ they ﾠ argued ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ unification ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠremoval ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠroad, ﾠeven ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠexpense ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠolive ﾠgrove ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠPlain ﾠof ﾠKrisa. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcollective ﾠlocal ﾠidentity, ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠparticipants ﾠalso ﾠ
recognised ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠindividual ﾠdevelopment. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠ
in ﾠPhilippi ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠwas ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠinspire ﾠa ﾠlove ﾠfor ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠone'ƹs ﾠ
locality ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠworkers. ﾠA ﾠcontract ﾠarchaeologist ﾠtalked ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠterms ﾠabout ﾠ
the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ ‘acquiring ﾠ knowledge ﾠ that ﾠ takes ﾠ you ﾠ further ﾠ intellectually ﾠ and ﾠ
makes ﾠyou ﾠcare ﾠabout ﾠa ﾠwider ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠthings ﾠthat ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠnecessarily ﾠconcern ﾠ
you’. ﾠ The ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠlocal ﾠ administration ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ
most ﾠimportant ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠone ﾠsaw ﾠone’s ﾠroots ﾠin ﾠ
parallel ﾠto ﾠhis ﾠpresent ﾠlife. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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 ﾠ
Social Relationships  
Interviews ﾠ with ﾠ locals ﾠ who ﾠ worked ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ excavations ﾠ revealed ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ
appreciated ﾠarchaeology ﾠa ﾠlot, ﾠthey ﾠunderstood ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠbetter ﾠand ﾠ
they ﾠoften ﾠtalked ﾠabout ﾠit ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠfellow ﾠcitizens. ﾠAfter ﾠall, ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunities ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠprefer ﾠto ﾠlearn ﾠabout ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
area ﾠ from ﾠ them, ﾠ locals, ﾠ family ﾠ or ﾠ friends, ﾠ who ﾠ might ﾠ know ﾠ about ﾠ it, ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
survey ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ preferred ﾠ sources ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ on ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(see ﾠabove). ﾠArchaeologists ﾠhad ﾠrecognised ﾠthe ﾠdifferentiation ﾠin ﾠ
these ﾠ people’s ﾠ behaviour ﾠ but ﾠ they ﾠ had ﾠ either ﾠ attributed ﾠ it ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ economic ﾠ
dependence ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship, ﾠas ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDispilio ﾠteam ﾠmade ﾠclear, ﾠ
or ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠprioritise ﾠa ﾠgood ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠfor ﾠother ﾠ
than ﾠclearly ﾠpractical ﾠreasons, ﾠas ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠway ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠarchaeology ﾠimpacts ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠhuman ﾠ capital ﾠof ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠ
community ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠteams ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠduration ﾠof ﾠfieldwork. ﾠThe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠexposed ﾠto ﾠpeople ﾠfrom ﾠentirely ﾠdifferent ﾠbackgrounds, ﾠwho ﾠ
enrich ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠsocial ﾠsetting. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠSchool ﾠresearch ﾠteam ﾠlives ﾠ
among ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠfor ﾠabout ﾠtwo ﾠ months ﾠevery ﾠyear. ﾠThey ﾠrent ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides, ﾠshop ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠmarket, ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠentertain ﾠthemselves ﾠamong ﾠ
them, ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ adminstration ﾠ said. ﾠ As ﾠ a ﾠ result, ﾠ he ﾠ
affirmed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠembraced ﾠthem. ﾠHe ﾠadmitted ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠcould ﾠ
contribute ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠto ﾠorganise ﾠpublic ﾠpresentations ﾠand ﾠ
events ﾠto ﾠattract ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity'ƹs ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠwork. ﾠRepresentatives ﾠof ﾠ
other ﾠbodies ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠalso ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠenrichment: ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠfrequently ﾠ
hosts ﾠ educational ﾠ programmes ﾠ for ﾠ schools ﾠ from ﾠ all ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ country, ﾠ while ﾠ ﾠ
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HERAC ﾠalso ﾠhosts ﾠeducational ﾠactivities ﾠabout ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠin ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠ
international ﾠresearch ﾠteams ﾠand ﾠforeign ﾠuniversities. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠa ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠformer ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠdescribed ﾠthe ﾠ
presence ﾠof ﾠstudents ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠlife-ﾭ‐‑giving ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠvillage. ﾠHowever ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ is ﾠ quite ﾠ an ﾠ introverted ﾠ one ﾠ as ﾠ some ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ
members ﾠadmitted. ﾠThey ﾠwork ﾠthroughout ﾠthe ﾠday ﾠeither ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠsite ﾠ
or ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠworkshop ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠexception ﾠof ﾠan ﾠafternoon ﾠbreak ﾠfor ﾠlunch, ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠ
served ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠworkshop ﾠby ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠcatering ﾠbusiness. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠevening, ﾠthey ﾠtend ﾠto ﾠ
continue ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ workshop ﾠ area ﾠ either ﾠ talking ﾠ or ﾠ working, ﾠ thus ﾠ reinforcing ﾠ
Fotiadis’ ﾠargument ﾠof ﾠintensity ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠtactic ﾠthat ﾠkeeps ﾠlocal ﾠlife ﾠaway ﾠ
from ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ(1993). ﾠHowever, ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠsome ﾠ
years ﾠago ﾠthey ﾠused ﾠto ﾠgo ﾠout ﾠmore, ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠplaces ﾠDispilio ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠoffer, ﾠ
and ﾠeven ﾠsocialised ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠduring ﾠthese ﾠopportunities. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Personal Development 
Culture ﾠ in ﾠ general ﾠ impacts ﾠ on ﾠ individuals. ﾠ A ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
administration ﾠof ﾠKavala, ﾠwith ﾠparticular ﾠinvolvement ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠorganisation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Philippi ﾠFestival, ﾠsuggested ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠcommon ﾠsense ﾠto ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠwhen ﾠyou ﾠ
bring ﾠsomeone ﾠinto ﾠa ﾠcultural ﾠspace, ﾠ'ƹthings ﾠare ﾠcreated ﾠinside ﾠthem'ƹ, ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠ
so ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠattended ﾠ‘live ﾠthings’. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠespecially ﾠimportant ﾠfor ﾠchildren ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠbecause ﾠ'ƹthey ﾠwill ﾠearn ﾠa ﾠlot'ƹ. ﾠ‘It ﾠwill ﾠenrich ﾠtheir ﾠinterests, ﾠ
increase ﾠtheir ﾠsensitivity, ﾠtheir ﾠcriteria ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠdemands ﾠor ﾠstandards. ﾠSome ﾠ
will ﾠfeel ﾠan ﾠattraction ﾠand ﾠfollow ﾠeither ﾠas ﾠaudience ﾠor ﾠas ﾠcreators ﾠthemselves.’ ﾠ
He, ﾠ therefore, ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ intellectual ﾠ and ﾠ sensory ﾠ effects ﾠ of ﾠ culture ﾠ on ﾠ
individuals ﾠeven ﾠwith ﾠpolitical ﾠnuances ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠwith ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠprofessional ﾠ
development. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠspecific ﾠmention ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠculture ﾠon ﾠ
individuals ﾠamong ﾠall ﾠinterviewees. ﾠAn ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠimpact ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠwho, ﾠ ﾠ
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thanks ﾠto ﾠhis ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠa ﾠrock ﾠart ﾠsummer ﾠschool, ﾠundertook ﾠan ﾠMA ﾠand ﾠa ﾠ
PhD ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrock ﾠart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Personal ﾠdevelopment ﾠthrough ﾠarchaeology ﾠalso ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ local ﾠ workers ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ excavations, ﾠ who ﾠ developed ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ
archaeology ﾠthrough ﾠwork. ﾠA ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠpersonal ﾠand ﾠprofessional ﾠdevelopment ﾠ
was ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ local ﾠ worker ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ who ﾠ took ﾠ up ﾠ excavation ﾠ work ﾠ
alongside ﾠhis ﾠproper ﾠjob ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry. ﾠEventually ﾠhe ﾠgave ﾠup ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠ
and ﾠ became ﾠ a ﾠ permanent ﾠ employee ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service. ﾠ Other ﾠ
workers ﾠ have ﾠ also ﾠ gained ﾠ the ﾠ constant ﾠ renewal ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ contracts ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
Service ﾠthanks ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠpersonal ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsubject ﾠand ﾠcareful ﾠundertaking ﾠ
of ﾠtasks ﾠon ﾠsite. ﾠDuring ﾠfieldwork, ﾠparticipants, ﾠmainly ﾠcraftsmen, ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠ
used ﾠ to ﾠ walk ﾠ around ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ site ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ looking ﾠ for ﾠideas ﾠ to ﾠ
apply ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠwork. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
Another ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠpersonal ﾠdevelopment ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠthat ﾠrelates ﾠmore ﾠto ﾠspiritual ﾠ
benefits. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠquestionnaire ﾠsurvey, ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠpeople, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠ
mentioned ﾠthe ﾠregenerative ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠa ﾠvisit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠon ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ 2010, ﾠ the ﾠ first ﾠ generation ﾠ of ﾠ adults ﾠ born ﾠ after ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ started ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠwill ﾠcome ﾠof ﾠage. ﾠOne ﾠcould ﾠclaim ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠnever ﾠ
experienced ﾠ life ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ without ﾠ the ﾠ presence ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ premises ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
excavation ﾠteam ﾠwould ﾠinfluence ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠmuch ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠ
as ﾠ for ﾠ residents ﾠ of ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ over ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ hundred ﾠ years. ﾠ A ﾠ
member ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠdescribed ﾠher ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity’s ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠhad ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠa ﾠway ﾠsimilar ﾠ
to ﾠMatsuda'ƹs ﾠscheme ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10): ﾠlocals ﾠfirst ﾠunderstood ﾠwhat ﾠan ﾠexcavation ﾠis, ﾠ
then ﾠthey ﾠunderstood ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwere ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠand ﾠthen ﾠthe ﾠ
particularities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠinterested ﾠin. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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 ﾠ
Archaeology’s Added Value  
The ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ cultural ﾠ institutions ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ further ﾠ adds ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
value ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠThe ﾠEuropean ﾠ
Cultural ﾠCentre ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠconstitutes ﾠsuch ﾠan ﾠinitiative ﾠthat ﾠadds ﾠconstantly ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ existing ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ cultural ﾠ resource ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ area ﾠ through ﾠ its ﾠ
activities. ﾠThe ﾠDiocese ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠbuilt ﾠand ﾠinaugurated ﾠa ﾠconference ﾠ
centre ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠundertaking ﾠsimilar ﾠactivity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ no ﾠ expectation ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ will ﾠ attend ﾠ the ﾠ
events ﾠ hosted, ﾠ especially ﾠ international ﾠ and ﾠ specialised ﾠ conferences, ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ
reasonable ﾠto ﾠassume ﾠthat ﾠsuch ﾠevents ﾠenrich ﾠthe ﾠsocial ﾠlife ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠ
challenge ﾠ its ﾠ introversion. ﾠ In ﾠ time, ﾠ the ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi ﾠ
believed ﾠ that ﾠ in ﾠ such ﾠ venues ﾠ younger ﾠ researchers ﾠ will ﾠ be ﾠ able ﾠ to ﾠ give ﾠ
presentations ﾠfor ﾠlocals ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmaterial ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠPhilippi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠ how ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ perceive ﾠ that ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ impacts ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠin ﾠgeneral, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠ
Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ them ﾠ the ﾠ primary ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠis ﾠcultivating ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠbroad ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠterms ﾠ
(paideutikos). ﾠHowever, ﾠhe ﾠcontradicted ﾠhimself ﾠvery ﾠquickly ﾠby ﾠadmitting ﾠthat ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ not ﾠ realised ﾠ the ﾠ necessity ﾠ of ﾠ maintaining ﾠ a ﾠ good ﾠ
relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities. ﾠ One ﾠ wonders ﾠ how ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ possible ﾠ to ﾠ
perceive ﾠtheir ﾠbasic ﾠrole ﾠas ﾠsocially ﾠand ﾠculturally ﾠexpanding ﾠpeople, ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠ
not ﾠmaintain ﾠgood ﾠrelationships ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠ contradiction ﾠ revealed ﾠ the ﾠ gulf ﾠ that ﾠ exists ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ broader ﾠ public: ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ no ﾠ match ﾠ between ﾠ what ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeologists ﾠthink ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠthink ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdo, ﾠwhat ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠthink ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠpeople ﾠthink ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
other ﾠ way ﾠ around, ﾠ between ﾠ what ﾠ people ﾠ are ﾠ and ﾠ what ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ think ﾠ
people ﾠare ﾠand ﾠfinally, ﾠwhat ﾠpeople ﾠwant ﾠfrom ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
and ﾠwhat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthink ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠwant ﾠfrom ﾠthem ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline. ﾠ
This ﾠgulf ﾠis ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠother ﾠways ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠi.e. ﾠthe ﾠprovision ﾠof ﾠevent ﾠrooms ﾠin ﾠ
new ﾠmuseums ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠperception ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠhas ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠabsence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠitself ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Educational Impact  
Archaeologists ﾠ most ﾠ frequently ﾠ mentioned ﾠ educational ﾠ programmes ﾠ with ﾠ
regards ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠother ﾠthan ﾠ
its ﾠscientific ﾠwork. ﾠOften ﾠthey ﾠconstituted ﾠthe ﾠcounterpart ﾠin ﾠa ﾠbipolar ﾠschema: ﾠ
‘presentations ﾠfor ﾠadults’ ﾠand ﾠ‘educational ﾠprogrammes ﾠfor ﾠchildren’. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠtrue ﾠ
that ﾠspecific ﾠinitiatives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠMelina ﾠProject ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ 1990s ﾠ and ﾠ 2000s ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.2.4), ﾠ succeeded ﾠ in ﾠ institutionalising ﾠ educational ﾠ
programmes ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠactivities ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠthat ﾠ
there ﾠwas ﾠfunding ﾠavailable. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠprimary ﾠsource ﾠof ﾠknowledge ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology, ﾠexperience ﾠof ﾠ
life ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠbooks ﾠand ﾠmedia ﾠand ﾠschool ﾠeducation ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠ important ﾠ (figure ﾠ 76, ﾠ table ﾠ 71). ﾠ These ﾠ frequencies ﾠ showed ﾠ that ﾠ school ﾠ
education ﾠ either ﾠ does ﾠ not ﾠ apparently ﾠ contribute ﾠ towards ﾠ acquiring ﾠ
archaeological ﾠknowledge ﾠor ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠappreciated ﾠfor ﾠits ﾠcontribution. ﾠThey ﾠ
also ﾠrevealed ﾠthe ﾠdiscrepancy ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠmeans ﾠarchaeologists ﾠperceived ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ
effective ﾠ in ﾠ communicating ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ i.e. ﾠ public ﾠ lectures ﾠ and ﾠ educational ﾠ
programmes, ﾠ as ﾠ mentioned ﾠ above, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ones ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ
identified ﾠas ﾠprimary ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠknowledge ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠsubject. ﾠAdditionally, ﾠthey ﾠ ﾠ
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demonstrated ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠattributed ﾠan ﾠexperiential ﾠcharacter ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠ
they ﾠ acquired ﾠ knowledge. ﾠ Finally, ﾠ these ﾠ results ﾠ show ﾠ that ﾠ what ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠ acknowledge ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ (31% ﾠi n  ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ 27% ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio) ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ met ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ
appreciation, ﾠexcept ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠKrenides. ﾠFormal ﾠeducation ﾠas ﾠa ﾠsource ﾠof ﾠ
knowledge ﾠ of ﾠ history ﾠ was ﾠ rated ﾠ even ﾠ lower ﾠ in ﾠ surveys ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ North ﾠ
America. ﾠMuseums, ﾠtelevision, ﾠtravel, ﾠbooks ﾠand ﾠmagazines ﾠcame ﾠbefore ﾠ(see ﾠ
1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 76 'What is the primary source of information of what you know about 
archaeology?' 
 ﾠ
Although ﾠ ‘educational ﾠ value’ ﾠ is ﾠ broader ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ concept ﾠ than ﾠ ‘archaeological ﾠ
knowledge ﾠ in ﾠ school ﾠ education’, ﾠ the ﾠ relatively ﾠ low ﾠ percentages ﾠ ‘school ﾠ
education’ ﾠ received ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ how ﾠ little ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ actually ﾠ made ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ school ﾠ environment ﾠ and ﾠ revealed ﾠ the ﾠ
potential ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠDassiou ﾠ2005; ﾠFragoudaki ﾠand ﾠDragona ﾠ1997; ﾠ
Kasvikis ﾠ 2004). ﾠ At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time, ﾠ these ﾠ percentages ﾠ revealed ﾠ the ﾠ promising ﾠ
prospect ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠimmediate ﾠand ﾠlocalised ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠoffer. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ answered ﾠ that ﾠ
‘experience/environs/life ﾠ here’ ﾠ had ﾠ been ﾠ their ﾠ primary ﾠ source ﾠ of ﾠ information ﾠ
reinforced ﾠ the ﾠ conclusion ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ community ﾠ has ﾠ appreciated ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠ efforts, ﾠ even ﾠ if ﾠ they ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ participate ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ events ﾠ
organised ﾠor ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠparticipate ﾠout ﾠof ﾠeconomic ﾠinterest, ﾠas ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠ the ﾠ
team ﾠ indicated. ﾠ A ﾠ few ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ questionnaire ﾠ survey, ﾠ stated ﾠ
emphatically ﾠthat ﾠ‘the ﾠProfessor ﾠinforms ﾠus ﾠevery ﾠyear’, ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠ
about ﾠaccess ﾠto ﾠinformation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠquestion ﾠworth ﾠraising ﾠat ﾠthis ﾠpoint ﾠis ﾠhow ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠcommunicated ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠ communities ﾠ about ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ through ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ
experience ﾠand ﾠlife ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites? ﾠGratsia ﾠ(2010) ﾠin ﾠher ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠ
Naxos ﾠconcluded ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠas ﾠmuch ﾠas ﾠthey ﾠ
needed ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠactively ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠtherefore, ﾠhighlighted ﾠ
the ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠsharing ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠfirst ﾠ
step ﾠtowards ﾠengagement ﾠand ﾠparticipation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Main ﾠsources ﾠof ﾠknowledge ﾠon ﾠarchaeology ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠeducational ﾠlevel ﾠin ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ
education ﾠor ﾠless ﾠstated ﾠ‘experience/ ﾠmy ﾠenvirons/ ﾠlife ﾠhere’ ﾠas ﾠtheir ﾠmain ﾠsource ﾠ
of ﾠknowledge ﾠon ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠequally ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠ
compulsory ﾠeducation ﾠstated ﾠ‘school ﾠeducation’ ﾠ(figure ﾠ77, ﾠtable ﾠ72). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 77 Main source of knowledge on archaeology by educational level in Krenides 
(n= 97) 
 ﾠ
The ﾠpattern ﾠis ﾠalmost ﾠidentical ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠAlmost ﾠthree ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠ
who ﾠstated ﾠschool ﾠeducation ﾠas ﾠtheir ﾠprimary ﾠsource ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠ
than ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠ(figure ﾠ78, ﾠtable ﾠ73). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 78 Main source of knowledge on archaeology by educational level in Dispilio 
(n= 101) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠprospects ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠeducational ﾠrole, ﾠthe ﾠnewly ﾠ
established ﾠ EECs ﾠ offer ﾠ a ﾠ unique ﾠ opportunity ﾠ to ﾠ disseminate ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ
benefits ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠlocally ﾠand ﾠnationally ﾠ(see ﾠ4.1.1, ﾠ ﾠ
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4.2.1 ﾠ and ﾠ 4.3.1). ﾠ However, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ EEC ﾠ in ﾠ
Philippi, ﾠalthough ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠwere ﾠconducted ﾠon ﾠsite ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
informal ﾠ consent ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ no ﾠ collaboration ﾠ
either ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠor ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠteam. ﾠThe ﾠreason ﾠ
they ﾠwere ﾠgiven ﾠwas ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠfinancial ﾠand ﾠhuman ﾠresources. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠ
compared ﾠ this ﾠ problem ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ French ﾠ School’s ﾠ generous ﾠ contribution ﾠ of ﾠ
resources ﾠat ﾠno ﾠextra ﾠcost ﾠor ﾠeffort ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠCentre. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Most ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠ commented ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ relevance ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠthat ﾠits ﾠlimited ﾠeducational ﾠimpact ﾠled ﾠto ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠappreciation ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠabsence ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsound ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠfor ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠ
Excavation ﾠ workers ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ who ﾠ also ﾠ worked ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
museum ﾠin ﾠKavala ﾠattributed ﾠGreeks’ ﾠindifference ﾠto ﾠantiquities ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠ
knowledge ﾠand ﾠeducation ﾠto ﾠappreciate ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠdescribed ﾠschool ﾠ
visits ﾠas ﾠquick ﾠwalks ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠwhile ﾠteachers ﾠwait ﾠoutside. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Associates ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠdescribed ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠschool’s ﾠexcursions ﾠas ﾠan ﾠ
opportunity ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ teachers ﾠ to ﾠ sit ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ sun ﾠ and, ﾠ although ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ a ﾠ few ﾠ
metres ﾠ away ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ excavation, ﾠ none ﾠ of ﾠ them ﾠ care ﾠ to ﾠ bring ﾠ the ﾠ students ﾠ
closer. ﾠ The ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ narrated ﾠ an ﾠ earlier ﾠ incident ﾠ when ﾠ his ﾠ
daughter ﾠasked ﾠher ﾠteacher ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
teacher ﾠresponded ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠgo ﾠwhen ﾠthe ﾠweather ﾠwas ﾠgood ﾠenough ﾠfor ﾠ
them ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmuseum’s ﾠyard. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
All ﾠ these ﾠ examples ﾠ indicate ﾠ a ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ preparedness ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
educational ﾠcommunity ﾠto ﾠuse ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠcombined ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
lack ﾠof ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠknowledge ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠas ﾠto ﾠhow ﾠto ﾠ
approach ﾠand ﾠprepare ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDispilio ﾠassociates ﾠinsisted ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠ
too ﾠmuch ﾠto ﾠask ﾠfrom ﾠpeople ﾠwith ﾠlittle ﾠeducation ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠin ﾠarchaeology. ﾠShe ﾠ ﾠ
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justified ﾠthis ﾠby ﾠmentioning ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠchapters ﾠon ﾠ
ancient ﾠculture ﾠare ﾠomitted ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠexaminations ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthus ﾠeven ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠ
treats ﾠculture ﾠas ﾠunnecessary ﾠknowledge. ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.1.6 Political Impact of Archaeology 
 ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwho ﾠspoke ﾠ
clearly ﾠ and ﾠ specifically ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ raising ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ
awareness ﾠ of ﾠ individuals. ﾠ At ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ presentation ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ youth ﾠ club ﾠ of ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠasked ﾠhim ﾠto ﾠgive ﾠto ﾠopen ﾠa ﾠmusical ﾠevent ﾠthey ﾠorganised, ﾠhe ﾠstated ﾠ
that ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠexcavation ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠ‘a ﾠsimple ﾠprocess ﾠof ﾠdiscovery ﾠof ﾠfinds’ ﾠ
but ﾠrather ﾠ‘the ﾠinvitation ﾠto ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcreation ﾠof ﾠanother ﾠculture, ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ shaping ﾠ of ﾠ another ﾠ man, ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ establishment ﾠ of ﾠ another, ﾠ new ﾠ and ﾠ just ﾠ
society’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
He ﾠgave ﾠfour ﾠarguments ﾠto ﾠsupport ﾠthis ﾠpoint ﾠof ﾠview. ﾠHe ﾠclaimed ﾠthat ﾠfirst ﾠ
archaeology ﾠbrings ﾠout ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑consciousness. ﾠ ﾠ‘The ﾠindividual ﾠrealises ﾠhis ﾠor ﾠher ﾠ
position ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontinuity, ﾠin ﾠhistory, ﾠand ﾠceases ﾠto ﾠperceive ﾠhim ﾠor ﾠherself ﾠas ﾠan ﾠ
autonomous ﾠ individual, ﾠ apart ﾠ from ﾠ society, ﾠ who ﾠ acts ﾠ arbitrarily ﾠ and ﾠ is ﾠ
indifferent ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠhappens ﾠaround ﾠhim ﾠor ﾠher’. ﾠSecond, ﾠthe ﾠindividual ﾠrealises ﾠ
his ﾠor ﾠher ﾠrole ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠproduction ﾠof ﾠculture ﾠby ﾠ‘acquiring ﾠdeep ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
way ﾠa ﾠculture ﾠis ﾠformed, ﾠoperates ﾠand ﾠdecays’. ﾠParticipation ﾠin ﾠmore ﾠcultural ﾠ
events ﾠ that ﾠ take ﾠ the ﾠ individual ﾠ away ﾠ from ﾠ ‘the ﾠ traps ﾠ of ﾠ television’s ﾠ
degeneration’ ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ third ﾠ benefit ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ individual’s ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ ﾠFinally, ﾠhe ﾠclaimed ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠlast ﾠbenefit ﾠlies ﾠin: ﾠ
 ﾠ
…the ﾠ decision ﾠ to ﾠlook ﾠ for ﾠ not ﾠ only ﾠ the ﾠ human ﾠ factor ﾠ but ﾠ also ﾠ the ﾠ
causes ﾠthat ﾠrender ﾠhumans ﾠeither ﾠcreators ﾠor ﾠdestroyers, ﾠbehind ﾠthe ﾠ
every ﾠday ﾠevents, ﾠto ﾠrealise ﾠand ﾠidentify, ﾠto ﾠsearch ﾠand ﾠrecognise ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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causes ﾠthat ﾠcondemn ﾠthe ﾠchildren ﾠof ﾠAfrica ﾠto ﾠstarve, ﾠthe ﾠcauses ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠdestruction ﾠof ﾠremains ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠcivilizations ﾠin ﾠIraq ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠ
material ﾠspecimens ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlooted ﾠmuseums ﾠof ﾠBagdad. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although, ﾠadmittedly, ﾠhe ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠtime ﾠto ﾠprepare ﾠhis ﾠthoughts ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠpublic ﾠ
address ﾠ than ﾠ the ﾠ other ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ interviewed, ﾠ no ﾠ other ﾠ
participant ﾠ expressed ﾠ as ﾠ specifically ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ or ﾠ even ﾠ broader ﾠ social ﾠrole ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ can ﾠ play. ﾠ Regarding ﾠ the ﾠ public’s ﾠ perception ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ political ﾠ
relevance ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠonly ﾠ4%, ﾠ2% ﾠand ﾠ1% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠprioritised ﾠthe ﾠ
political ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(see ﾠ5.2, ﾠfigure ﾠ79, ﾠtable ﾠ75) ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ2%, ﾠ1% ﾠand ﾠ
0% ﾠrelated ﾠarchaeology ﾠclosely ﾠwith ﾠcontemporary ﾠpolitics ﾠ(see ﾠ5.2, ﾠfigure ﾠ81, ﾠ
table ﾠ74) ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠrespectively. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Association ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠechoed ﾠthese ﾠresults ﾠwhen ﾠhe ﾠmaintained ﾠ
that ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠin ﾠdecline ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠ
century, ﾠ when ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ central. ﾠ Even ﾠ when ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ related ﾠ to ﾠ politics ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ with ﾠ
nationalist ﾠ politics, ﾠ ‘when ﾠ the ﾠ country ﾠ has ﾠ something ﾠ to ﾠ prove’ ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠput ﾠit, ﾠwhich ﾠcan ﾠexplain ﾠwhy ﾠit ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠvalued ﾠas ﾠsuch ﾠin ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠ
high ﾠ political ﾠ importance ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ Philippi ﾠ or ﾠ where ﾠ it ﾠ can ﾠ reaffirm ﾠ the ﾠ
prominence ﾠof ﾠGreece ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠworld, ﾠas ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.1.7 Cases of No Impact 
During ﾠfieldwork, ﾠcases ﾠwhere ﾠarchaeology ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠno ﾠimpact ﾠat ﾠall ﾠ
became ﾠobvious. ﾠSuch ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠwho ﾠinitially ﾠimpeded ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠlater ﾠthe ﾠintellectual ﾠaccess ﾠof ﾠhis ﾠ
flock ﾠ to ﾠ local ﾠ archaeology ﾠ for ﾠ reasons ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ archaeological ﾠ ones. ﾠ  ﾠ He ﾠ
claimed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdisturbed ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠ
not ﾠ believe ﾠ in ﾠ God ﾠ and ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ employed ﾠ a ﾠ ceramist ﾠ to ﾠ ‘manufacture’ ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠfinds, ﾠthat, ﾠin ﾠreality, ﾠwere ﾠ‘nothing, ﾠrubbish’. ﾠHis ﾠdispute ﾠwith ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 276 ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeologists ﾠreached ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠcourts ﾠtwice ﾠand ﾠgenerated ﾠrumours ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
threat ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwould ﾠdemolish ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠor ﾠ
that ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠforbid ﾠthe ﾠFair ﾠthat ﾠtakes ﾠplace ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠDay, ﾠprobably ﾠ
the ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠevent ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠyear ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠgoing ﾠmany ﾠgenerations ﾠback. ﾠ
The ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologist ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠdenied ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠor ﾠany ﾠstaff ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Ephorate ﾠ had ﾠ ever ﾠ made ﾠ such ﾠ statements ﾠ or ﾠ moves. ﾠ The ﾠ university ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠattributed ﾠthis ﾠbehaviour ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠremoval ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscencion ﾠDay ﾠ
Fair ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠrear ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠ(area ﾠperceived ﾠas ﾠchurch ﾠproperty), ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠ was ﾠ taking ﾠ place, ﾠ to ﾠ an ﾠ area ﾠ in ﾠ front ﾠ of ﾠ but ﾠ outside ﾠ the ﾠ church ﾠ
premises. ﾠThis ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠa ﾠloss ﾠof ﾠincome ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠchurch, ﾠwhich ﾠused ﾠto ﾠrent ﾠ
space ﾠfor ﾠbenches ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠduration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠalmost ﾠweek-ﾭ‐‑long ﾠFair. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ dispute ﾠ might ﾠ seem ﾠinsignificant ﾠ to ﾠ anyone ﾠ who ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ
experienced ﾠ life ﾠin ﾠ a ﾠ community ﾠ of ﾠ 1,000 ﾠ people, ﾠ many ﾠ of ﾠ whom ﾠ have ﾠlittle ﾠ
education ﾠand ﾠhave ﾠfew ﾠcontacts ﾠwith ﾠother ﾠcommunities. ﾠIn ﾠsuch ﾠa ﾠcontext, ﾠthe ﾠ
impact ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ church ﾠ representative ﾠ multiplied, ﾠ especially ﾠ on ﾠ women ﾠ who ﾠ
according ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠturn ﾠinfluenced ﾠtheir ﾠfamilies. ﾠAlthough, ﾠ
overall ﾠsuch ﾠinfluences ﾠbecome ﾠinsignificant ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpool ﾠof ﾠsurvey ﾠanswers, ﾠvery ﾠ
few ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠdistinguished ﾠbetween ﾠ‘real ﾠand ﾠfake ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
[that ﾠis ﾠhappening ﾠhere]’. ﾠSuch ﾠcomments ﾠwith ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
project ﾠ conducted ﾠ by ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ oldest ﾠ departments ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
country, ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ participation ﾠ of ﾠ numerous ﾠ experts ﾠ and ﾠ researchers ﾠ with ﾠ
affiliations ﾠto ﾠinstitutions ﾠfrom ﾠall ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠwould ﾠstrike ﾠanyone ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠ
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5.2 The Public Values of Greek Archaeology  
The ﾠ ways ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ values ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ were ﾠ examined ﾠ through ﾠ
elaboration ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ results ﾠ given ﾠ in ﾠ direct ﾠ questions ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ questions ﾠ that ﾠ
regarded ﾠthe ﾠadvantages ﾠof ﾠliving ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠthese ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites. ﾠThe ﾠways ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠvalues ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠare ﾠ
also ﾠdiscussed. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠdirect ﾠquestion ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠif ﾠyes, ﾠwhat ﾠdo ﾠ
you ﾠbelieve ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠvalue ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas, ﾠconsensus ﾠamong ﾠsites ﾠwas ﾠ
striking ﾠ and ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ a ﾠ strongly ﾠ embedded ﾠ and ﾠ geographically ﾠ
widespread ﾠbelief ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠhistorical-ﾭ‐‑scientific ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠ
the ﾠeducational-ﾭ‐‑intellectual ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsocial-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠone ﾠ(figure ﾠ79, ﾠtable ﾠ75). ﾠLast ﾠ
in ﾠpreferences ﾠcame ﾠeconomic ﾠand ﾠpolitical ﾠvalue. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 79 ‘Do you believe that archaeology has value and if yes, what do you believe is 
the most important value archaeology has?’ 
 ﾠ
The ﾠdominance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrecognition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠhistorical-ﾭ‐‑scientific ﾠ
value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ remarkable ﾠ and ﾠ serves ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ confirmation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
dominant ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ ‘handmaiden ﾠ of ﾠ history’ ﾠ in ﾠ public ﾠ
perceptions ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠperceived ﾠscientific ﾠprofile ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠitself. ﾠIt ﾠalso ﾠ ﾠ
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follows ﾠclosely ﾠthe ﾠfindings ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠarchaeological ﾠnarratives ﾠin ﾠschool ﾠ
textbooks ﾠ and ﾠ among ﾠ students ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.2.5). ﾠT h is ﾠ is ﾠ combined ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ high ﾠ
preference ﾠof ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠintangible ﾠvalues ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠone ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠalmost ﾠ
complete ﾠ dismissal ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ political ﾠ value ﾠ being ﾠ attached ﾠ to ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ It ﾠ
would ﾠbe ﾠnecessary ﾠto ﾠexamine ﾠfurther ﾠwhat ﾠwas ﾠactually ﾠincluded ﾠwithin ﾠeach ﾠ
category ﾠ to ﾠ make ﾠ more ﾠ direct ﾠ comparisons, ﾠ but ﾠ overall ﾠ it ﾠ appears ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ
results ﾠin ﾠthese ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠwere ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠfrom ﾠsurveys ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠ
other ﾠplaces. ﾠThere, ﾠeducational ﾠvalue ﾠcame ﾠfirst ﾠand ﾠwas ﾠfollowed ﾠby ﾠscientific ﾠ
and ﾠ spiritual ﾠ value. ﾠ Monetary ﾠ and ﾠ political ﾠ values ﾠ were ﾠ further ﾠ down ﾠ the ﾠ
spectrum ﾠalthough ﾠof ﾠgreater ﾠsignificance ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠattributions ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠ
of ﾠ attendance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival. ﾠ More ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ were ﾠ rare ﾠ or ﾠ
infrequent ﾠattenders ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠattributed ﾠpolitical ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠto ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ(figure ﾠ80, ﾠtable ﾠ76). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠ
who ﾠattended ﾠthe ﾠFestival ﾠabout ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠyear ﾠattributed ﾠsocial-ﾭ‐‑
cultural ﾠand ﾠeducational-ﾭ‐‑intellectual ﾠvalues. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 80 Value of archaeology by frequency of attendance to the Philippi Festival in 
Krenides (n= 86) 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Participants ﾠoffered ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠclosest ﾠ
relation. ﾠ The ﾠ categories ﾠ ‘ancient ﾠ art’, ﾠ ‘life ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ past’ ﾠ and ﾠ ‘national ﾠ history’ ﾠ
prevailed ﾠ(figure ﾠ81, ﾠtable ﾠ74). ﾠGiven ﾠthe ﾠstrong ﾠconnection ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
Greece ﾠ with ﾠ national ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ ancient ﾠ art, ﾠ one ﾠ would ﾠ find ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ
percentages ﾠof ﾠ‘life ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast’ ﾠsurprising ﾠand ﾠindicating ﾠa ﾠbetter ﾠunderstanding ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline, ﾠin ﾠspite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠpromotes ﾠitself. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 81 'What do you associate archaeology most closely with?' 
 ﾠ
The ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠresponses ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠvariety ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ themselves ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeology ﾠ
practiced ﾠat ﾠeach. ﾠFor ﾠinstance, ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠstrong ﾠconnection ﾠwith ﾠ
specific ﾠtime ﾠperiods ﾠof ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠhistory. ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠthat ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠfit ﾠ
in ﾠ the ﾠ historical ﾠ national ﾠ narrative ﾠ and ﾠ where ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ anthropological ﾠ
archaeology ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠpracticed, ﾠthe ﾠprevalence ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠreferring ﾠto ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠpast ﾠis ﾠexplained. ﾠFinally, ﾠat ﾠDelphi ﾠthe ﾠemphasis ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠachievements ﾠof ﾠ
ancient ﾠGreek ﾠart ﾠas ﾠexhibited ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠitself, ﾠbereft ﾠof ﾠany ﾠ
further ﾠcontext ﾠregarding ﾠreligion ﾠor ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcity ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠexplains ﾠthe ﾠviews ﾠ
that ﾠprevailed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠanswers. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠno ﾠindependent ﾠvariable ﾠ
correlated ﾠwith ﾠthese ﾠanswers. ﾠ ﾠ
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The ﾠeffect ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠclose ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠhistory ﾠin ﾠmany ﾠ
western ﾠcountries ﾠwas ﾠdemonstrated ﾠin ﾠsurveys ﾠconducted ﾠin ﾠCanada ﾠand ﾠin ﾠ
Australia. ﾠ Pokotylo ﾠ and ﾠ Guppy ﾠ (1999) ﾠ reported ﾠ that ﾠ three ﾠ times ﾠ as ﾠ many ﾠ
participants ﾠ perceived ﾠ history ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ disciplinary ﾠ basis ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ than ﾠ
science ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ5% ﾠstated ﾠart. ﾠBalme ﾠand ﾠWillson ﾠ(2004) ﾠreported ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠ
respondents ﾠregarded ﾠClassical ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠbranch ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠdiscipline ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠ interesting ﾠ contrast ﾠ emerges ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ comparison ﾠ of ﾠ results ﾠ regarding ﾠ
values ﾠ and ﾠ relations ﾠ with ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ with ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
advantages ﾠthat ﾠderive ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠproximity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠto ﾠthese ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites. ﾠ Tourism ﾠ was ﾠ by ﾠ far ﾠ most ﾠ widely ﾠ mentioned ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ
advantage ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(figure ﾠ82, ﾠtable ﾠ77). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 82 Tourism as advantage 
 ﾠ
These ﾠ results ﾠ clearly ﾠ show ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ gulf ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ stated ﾠ interest ﾠ in ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.2), ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ participants ﾠ attributed ﾠ to ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ
their ﾠ highest ﾠ appreciation ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ potential ﾠ for ﾠ tourist ﾠ development ﾠ can ﾠ be ﾠ
potentially ﾠ explained ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ absence ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ
Greeks ﾠ today ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.2) ﾠ for ﾠ anything ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ nationalistic ﾠ reasons ﾠ or ﾠ a ﾠ
‘rhetoric’ ﾠthat ﾠoverstates ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠexaggerated ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ
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vague ﾠ ways ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.6.3). ﾠ Further ﾠ correlations ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ advantages ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠand ﾠseveral ﾠindependent ﾠvariables ﾠsupport ﾠthis. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠfor ﾠexample, ﾠmore ﾠemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠregard ﾠtourism ﾠ
as ﾠone ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠadvantages ﾠ(figure ﾠ83, ﾠtable ﾠ78). ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠ
explained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠas ﾠdiscussed ﾠabove ﾠ
(see ﾠ5.1.4), ﾠturned ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠservices ﾠsector ﾠwithout ﾠbenefiting ﾠfrom ﾠtourism ﾠand ﾠ
therefore ﾠwas ﾠindependent ﾠfrom ﾠit ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠdevelopment. ﾠTourism ﾠseemed ﾠ
thus ﾠirrelevant ﾠto ﾠemployed ﾠparticipants. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 83 Tourism as advantage by employment condition in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠcompulsory ﾠeducation ﾠor ﾠless ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠappear ﾠ
to ﾠ recognise ﾠ tourism ﾠ as ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ advantage ﾠ (figure ﾠ 84, ﾠ table ﾠ 79). ﾠ
Participants ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ seemed ﾠ to ﾠ appreciate ﾠ
tourism ﾠmore ﾠas ﾠan ﾠadvantage ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠHowever, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ developed ﾠ a ﾠ large ﾠ service ﾠ sector. ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ more ﾠ educated ﾠ
participants ﾠperceived ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpotential ﾠincome ﾠsource. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 84 Tourism as advantage by educational level in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ visited ﾠ other ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ or ﾠ
museums ﾠrarely ﾠor ﾠonce ﾠevery ﾠthree ﾠyears ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠrecognise ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology’s ﾠ advantages ﾠ (figure ﾠ 85, ﾠ table ﾠ 80). ﾠ This ﾠ might ﾠ be ﾠ because, ﾠ as ﾠ
infrequent ﾠtourists ﾠthemselves, ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠconsider ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠparticularly ﾠ
advantageous. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 85 Tourism as advantage by frequency of visits to other arch. sites/museum in 
Dispilio (n= 101) 
 ﾠ
Other ﾠ advantages ﾠ mentioned ﾠ were ﾠ ‘value, ﾠ pride ﾠ and ﾠ advancement’ ﾠ (24% ﾠi n  ﾠ
Krenides, ﾠ21% ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠ5% ﾠin ﾠDelphi), ﾠ‘publicity ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠvillage’ ﾠ(22.5% ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ
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Dispilio, ﾠ 13% ﾠi n  ﾠKrenides, ﾠ 12% ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi) ﾠ and ﾠ ‘income ﾠ generation’ ﾠ (22% ﾠi n  ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠ 11% ﾠi n  ﾠKrenides) ﾠ ‘employment ﾠ for ﾠ locals’ ﾠ (17% ﾠi n  ﾠD i s p i l i o ,  ﾠ5 % ﾠi n  ﾠ
Krenides, ﾠ2% ﾠin ﾠDelphi), ﾠ‘research ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠculture’ ﾠ(12% ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠ
4% ﾠin ﾠKrenides), ﾠ‘cultural ﾠevents’ ﾠ(5% ﾠin ﾠDelphi), ﾠ‘mobility ﾠof ﾠpeople’ ﾠ(16% ﾠin ﾠ
Delphi, ﾠ 5% ﾠi n  ﾠD i s p i l i o ,  ﾠ4 % ﾠi n  ﾠKrenides), ﾠ ‘intellectual ﾠ development’ ﾠ (7% ﾠi n  ﾠ
Delphi), ﾠ‘scenic ﾠbeauty’ ﾠ(3% ﾠin ﾠKrenides), ﾠ‘spiritual ﾠhealth’ ﾠ(3.5% ﾠin ﾠDelphi), ﾠand ﾠ
‘financial ﾠstability’ ﾠ(2% ﾠin ﾠDelphi). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
There ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠa ﾠsmall ﾠbut ﾠsignificant ﾠgroup ﾠ(18% ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠ
6% ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ 5% ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio) ﾠ who ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ no ﾠ or ﾠ relatively ﾠ few ﾠ
advantages ﾠresulted ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠmodern ﾠsettlements. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠalmost ﾠone ﾠfifth ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠmentioned ﾠemployment ﾠfor ﾠlocals ﾠas ﾠ
one ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠadvantages. ﾠThe ﾠanswer ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠvariables ﾠof ﾠ
gender, ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’. ﾠThe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠDispilio ﾠhad ﾠ
the ﾠhighest ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠunemployment ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies, ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ2001 ﾠ
national ﾠcensus ﾠ(see ﾠtable ﾠ1, ﾠin ﾠ5.1.4) ﾠmight ﾠprovide ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠfor ﾠthese ﾠ
correlations ﾠand ﾠsupport ﾠthe ﾠconclusion ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠevaluate ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
according ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠmore ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠthem. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠgender, ﾠfewer ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠ‘employment ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠ
as ﾠone ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’s ﾠadvantages ﾠ(figure ﾠ86, ﾠtable ﾠ81). ﾠThis ﾠresult ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠ
explained ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ workers ﾠ employed ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ project ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠ are ﾠ predominantly ﾠ male. ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ employment ﾠ is ﾠ an ﾠ issue ﾠ that ﾠ
concerns ﾠmale ﾠresidents ﾠmore. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 86 Local employment as advantage by gender in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠlevels ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠattainment, ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠcompulsory ﾠ
education ﾠ or ﾠ less ﾠ stated ﾠ ‘employment ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ as ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ
advantages ﾠ(figure ﾠ87, ﾠtable ﾠ82). ﾠAgain ﾠthis ﾠresult ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ mainly ﾠ unspecialised ﾠ workforce ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ sought ﾠ for ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
employment ﾠmarket ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠemployment ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠproject ﾠtends ﾠ
to ﾠinvolve ﾠlocals ﾠwho ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠrelatively ﾠlow ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠeducational ﾠattainment. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 87 Local employment as advantage by educational level in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠregarding ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’, ﾠmore ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠ
‘Natura ﾠ 2000’ ﾠ stated ﾠ ‘employment ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ as ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology’s ﾠ ﾠ
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advantages ﾠ (figure ﾠ 88, ﾠ table ﾠ 83). ﾠ Again ﾠ this ﾠ result ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ those ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠenvironmental ﾠnetwork ﾠwere ﾠthose ﾠwith ﾠ
broader ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠsocial ﾠenvironment ﾠand ﾠwere ﾠsensitive ﾠto ﾠcurrent ﾠ
issues ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcommunity. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 88 Local employment as advantage by knowledge of 'Natura 2000' in Dispilio 
(n= 100) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠgroup ﾠadvantages ﾠunder ﾠmore ﾠgeneral ﾠcategories, ﾠanswers ﾠsuch ﾠ
as ﾠtourism, ﾠmobility ﾠor ﾠforeign ﾠvisitors, ﾠincome ﾠand ﾠemployment ﾠfor ﾠlocals ﾠwere ﾠ
grouped ﾠ under ﾠ economic ﾠ advantages, ﾠ whilst ﾠ value, ﾠ pride, ﾠ advancement, ﾠ
research ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠhistory, ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠbeauty ﾠor ﾠspiritual ﾠhealth ﾠwere ﾠgrouped ﾠ
under ﾠsocial-ﾭ‐‑cultural. ﾠIn ﾠaddition, ﾠ‘no ﾠadvantages’ ﾠor ﾠ‘advantages ﾠfor ﾠfew’ ﾠand ﾠ‘I ﾠ
don’t ﾠknow’ ﾠwere ﾠgrouped ﾠunder ﾠno ﾠadvantages. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠKrenides, ﾠemployment ﾠcondition ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠadvantages. ﾠ
More ﾠ unemployed ﾠ participants ﾠ mentioned ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ valued ﾠ archaeology ﾠ for ﾠ
adding ﾠvalue, ﾠconducting ﾠresearch, ﾠbringing ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠadding ﾠbeauty ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠ
settlement ﾠ (figure ﾠ 89, ﾠ table ﾠ 84); ﾠ confirming ﾠ the ﾠ pattern ﾠ that ﾠ unemployed ﾠ
participants ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠpositively ﾠinclined ﾠtowards ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 89 Socio-cultural advantages by employment condition in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠ‘Natura ﾠ2000’ ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠeconomic ﾠadvantages. ﾠ
In ﾠother ﾠwords, ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnetwork ﾠwere ﾠlikely ﾠto ﾠrecognise ﾠ
the ﾠpotential ﾠeconomic ﾠadvantages ﾠ(figure ﾠ90, ﾠtable ﾠ85), ﾠreinforcing ﾠthe ﾠprofile ﾠof ﾠ
more ﾠenvironmentally ﾠaware ﾠparticipants ﾠas ﾠmore ﾠsensitive ﾠto ﾠcurrent ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠcommunity, ﾠone ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠconstraint ﾠthat ﾠresulted ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
decline ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 90 Economic advantages by knowledge of 'Natura 2000' in Dispilio (n= 100) 
 ﾠ
Again ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ gender ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ socio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠ advantages. ﾠ More ﾠ
participants ﾠwho ﾠmentioned ﾠvalue, ﾠpride ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠresearch ﾠas ﾠadvantages ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeology ﾠwere ﾠfemale ﾠ(figure ﾠ91, ﾠtable ﾠ86); ﾠdemonstrating ﾠagain ﾠfemales ﾠas ﾠ
more ﾠpositively ﾠinclined ﾠtowards ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠspecifically ﾠits ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑
cultural ﾠaspects. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 91 Socio-cultural advantages by gender in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDelphi, ﾠknowledge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠstatus ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠ
cultural ﾠadvantages. ﾠMore ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠmentioned ﾠthe ﾠintellectual, ﾠcultural ﾠ
and ﾠspiritual ﾠadvantages ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠknew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠWorld ﾠHeritage ﾠstatus ﾠof ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ (figure ﾠ 92, ﾠ table ﾠ 87); ﾠ demonstrating ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ appreciate ﾠ the ﾠ
socio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠ values ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ aware ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ site’s ﾠ international ﾠ
relevance. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠan ﾠinteresting ﾠpoint ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠdemonstrates ﾠstatistically ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠ possession ﾠ of ﾠ World ﾠ Heritage ﾠ status ﾠ may ﾠ have ﾠ some ﾠ community ﾠ
significance. ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 92 Socio-cultural advantages by knowledge of WHS in Delphi (n= 83) 
 ﾠ
When ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠabout ﾠdisadvantages ﾠthat ﾠmight ﾠresult ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ
close ﾠproximity ﾠof ﾠmodern ﾠday ﾠsettlements ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites, ﾠalmost ﾠ
two ﾠthirds ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠone ﾠthird ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠ12% ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠ
there ﾠwere ﾠno ﾠdisadvantages ﾠor ﾠthat ﾠdisadvantages ﾠwere ﾠunimportant ﾠ(figure ﾠ
93, ﾠtable ﾠ88), ﾠprioritising ﾠthus ﾠthe ﾠvalues ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 93 ‘Archaeology has no disadvantages’/ ‘Disadvantages are unimportant’ 
 ﾠ
The ﾠemerging ﾠpattern ﾠnoted ﾠalready ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3) ﾠbecame ﾠincreasingly ﾠclear: ﾠthe ﾠ
shorter ﾠthe ﾠperiod ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠ— ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠactivity ﾠand ﾠsites ﾠhas ﾠexisted ﾠ
in ﾠan ﾠarea ﾠ— ﾠthe ﾠless ﾠof ﾠa ﾠproblem ﾠit ﾠis ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠbe. ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ this ﾠ view ﾠ also ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ gender. ﾠ More ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠwere ﾠno ﾠdisadvantages ﾠare ﾠfemale ﾠ(figure ﾠ94, ﾠtable ﾠ89). ﾠThis ﾠ
result ﾠagain ﾠfits ﾠthe ﾠpattern ﾠof ﾠfemale ﾠparticipants ﾠas ﾠmore ﾠpositively ﾠinclined ﾠ
towards ﾠarchaeology ﾠthan ﾠmale ﾠ(see, ﾠfor ﾠexample, ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠrelevance ﾠin ﾠ
5.1.3). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 94 No disadvantages by gender in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
Also ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ the ﾠ answer ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ educational ﾠ level. ﾠ More ﾠ
participants ﾠ with ﾠ limited ﾠ educational ﾠ attainment ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ were ﾠ no ﾠ
disadvantages, ﾠin ﾠconfirmation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpattern ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠless ﾠeducation ﾠ
as ﾠmaintaining ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠfavourable ﾠview ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(figure ﾠ95, ﾠtable ﾠ90). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
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Figure 95 No disadvantages by educational level in Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
When ﾠlooking ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠgovernment ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠcommunities, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ administration ﾠ identified ﾠ archaeology ﾠ with ﾠ culture, ﾠ and ﾠ
elaborated ﾠon ﾠits ﾠcontribution ﾠtowards ﾠknowing ﾠone'ƹs ﾠroots ﾠand ﾠunderstanding ﾠ
one’s ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠcontinuity, ﾠthrough ﾠcomparisons ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
past. ﾠIn ﾠa ﾠsimilar ﾠtone, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ
referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ offering ﾠ solutions ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ present ﾠ by ﾠ
drawing ﾠ examples ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ past. ﾠ However, ﾠ both ﾠ of ﾠ them ﾠ prioritised ﾠ the ﾠ
developmental ﾠpotential ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠthrough ﾠtourism ﾠas ﾠan ﾠalternative ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
current ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠTheir ﾠopinions ﾠconstitute ﾠanother ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ divide ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ rhetorical ﾠ terms ﾠ and ﾠ what ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠappreciated ﾠfor ﾠin ﾠreality. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ HERAC ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.1.1) ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ problems ﾠ
encountered ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠoffer ﾠtwo ﾠexamples ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ materialisation ﾠ or ﾠ not ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ The ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ
HERAC ﾠdemonstrates ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠbetter ﾠrealised ﾠ
and ﾠembraced ﾠwhen ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠare ﾠallowed ﾠto ﾠmaterialise ﾠthe ﾠpotential ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage. ﾠA ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠFriends ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 291 ﾠ
Lake ﾠSettlement ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠconfirmed ﾠthis ﾠconclusion ﾠwhen ﾠshe ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠif ﾠlocal ﾠ
people ﾠcared ﾠenough ﾠand ﾠreally ﾠwanted ﾠa ﾠmuseum, ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠwould ﾠhave ﾠ
been ﾠfounded ﾠby ﾠnow. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdistinction ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠ
rhetoric ﾠused ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠreality ﾠconcerning ﾠculture. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Similarly, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠdistinction ﾠbetween ﾠwhat ﾠvalue ﾠarchaeologists ﾠattribute ﾠto ﾠ
their ﾠdiscipline ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠother ﾠpeople ﾠdo. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠ
of ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠsaid ﾠthat, ﾠfor ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠthe ﾠprimary ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ one, ﾠ although ﾠ they ﾠ realise ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeology ﾠhas ﾠother ﾠvalues ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠjust ﾠas ﾠimportant, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠan ﾠeconomic ﾠ
one. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠattributed ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations’ ﾠ
interest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
historical ﾠ and ﾠ scientific ﾠ resource; ﾠ unaware ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ primacy ﾠ accorded ﾠ to ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠas ﾠexpressed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration’s ﾠrepresentatives, ﾠof ﾠits ﾠ
developmental ﾠ potential ﾠ (see ﾠ above). ﾠ A ﾠ Director ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ mentioned ﾠ
culture ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠprimary ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠbut ﾠsoon ﾠafterwards ﾠhe ﾠmentioned ﾠ
its ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠtourism. ﾠAlthough ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠdivide ﾠbetween ﾠhow ﾠthey ﾠperceive ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠperceives ﾠ
it, ﾠthey ﾠtake ﾠthis ﾠdivision ﾠfor ﾠgranted ﾠand ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠrealise ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠsomething ﾠthey ﾠ
need ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠaction ﾠon, ﾠespecially ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠside ﾠand ﾠ
potentially ﾠhave ﾠmore ﾠpower ﾠto ﾠeffect ﾠchange. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠaspects ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠalready ﾠbeen ﾠ
developed ﾠ as ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ discussion ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ associations ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ its ﾠ
mission, ﾠ the ﾠ place ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ civilisation ﾠ in ﾠ world ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
significance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠnational ﾠidentity ﾠ(see ﾠ
5.1.2). ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Changes in the public values of archaeology 
Aspects ﾠof ﾠdifferent ﾠvalues ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠdemonstrated ﾠ
already ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠdiscussion ﾠabove. ﾠCorrelations ﾠbetween ﾠage ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠimpression ﾠ
from ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠvisit ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠKrenides, ﾠthe ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠancestry, ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠawareness ﾠof ﾠenvironmental ﾠvalue ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠhighlighted ﾠa ﾠdisparity ﾠof ﾠ
opinions ﾠattributable ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdifferent ﾠlife-ﾭ‐‑cycle ﾠstage ﾠof ﾠparticipants, ﾠbut ﾠmost ﾠ
importantly, ﾠthe ﾠdifferent ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠconditions ﾠwithin ﾠwhich ﾠ
participants ﾠ formulated ﾠ their ﾠ perceptions ﾠ (see ﾠ the ﾠ psychological ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ
approaches ﾠdiscussed ﾠin ﾠ1.10). ﾠ ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠseen ﾠthat ﾠyounger ﾠparticipants ﾠwere ﾠ
more ﾠcritical ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠcondition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠPhilippi, ﾠdid ﾠ
not ﾠfeel ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠlived ﾠin ﾠDispilo ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠonwards ﾠwere ﾠ
their ﾠancestors, ﾠand ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠenvironmental ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠarea. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
To ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠthat ﾠlegislation ﾠis ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠreflect ﾠcurrent ﾠpublic ﾠconcerns, ﾠat ﾠ
least ﾠ as ﾠ far ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ legislators ﾠ see ﾠ their ﾠ role ﾠ as ﾠ such, ﾠ the ﾠ inclusion ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
Constitution ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠindividual ﾠright ﾠto ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4) ﾠis ﾠ
supportive ﾠ of ﾠ this. ﾠ It ﾠ expresses ﾠ awareness ﾠ that ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ
require ﾠpublic ﾠsupport, ﾠechoing ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠcalls ﾠby ﾠMcGimsey ﾠ(1972) ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ United ﾠ States ﾠ (see ﾠ 1.4). ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ also ﾠ
realised ﾠ this ﾠ requirement ﾠ and ﾠ have ﾠ publicly ﾠ acknowledged ﾠ that ﾠ Greek ﾠ
archaeology ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠchange ﾠfrom ﾠstate ﾠto ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Athanasoulis ﾠ2007: ﾠ
28). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠwith ﾠlong ﾠservice ﾠidentified ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠchanges ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠ
interviewed. ﾠ The ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ
talked ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠdynamic ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠtime. ﾠHe ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠits ﾠpolitical ﾠ
value ﾠis ﾠdecreasing ﾠin ﾠimportance ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠone ﾠis ﾠincreasing. ﾠHe ﾠalso ﾠ
agreed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠsocio-ﾭ‐‑cultural ﾠvalue ﾠhas ﾠchanged ﾠas ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdecrease ﾠin ﾠ
political ﾠvalue, ﾠcombined ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠfulfillment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate’s ﾠobligations ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ
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the ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource, ﾠbut ﾠalso ﾠbecause ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ improvement ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ educational ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ people ﾠ in ﾠ Greece. ﾠ These ﾠ
developments ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠa ﾠdifferent ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠengaging ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠ
not ﾠ as ﾠ much ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ formal ﾠ ways ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ but ﾠ
through ﾠparticipation ﾠin ﾠNGOs ﾠand ﾠother ﾠcultural ﾠassociations. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠcontrast ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠopinion, ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠwithering ﾠand ﾠattributed ﾠthis ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
neglect ﾠof ﾠyounger ﾠpeople ﾠfor ﾠculture. ﾠHe ﾠwas ﾠconvinced ﾠthat ﾠolder ﾠgenerations ﾠ
appreciated ﾠ archaeology ﾠ more ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ status ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwas ﾠgreater ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpast. ﾠAn ﾠAssistant ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate ﾠalso ﾠ
pointed ﾠout ﾠa ﾠchange ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
as ﾠan ﾠemployer ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠyounger ﾠgenerations’ ﾠpreference ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠworking ﾠplace ﾠ
at ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcafeteria ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠtrench. ﾠShe ﾠalso ﾠidentified ﾠa ﾠ
change ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ people’s ﾠ attitude ﾠ because ﾠ they ﾠ now ﾠ accept ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
‘necessary ﾠevil’ ﾠand ﾠcollaborate ﾠbetter ﾠwith ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠnoted, ﾠit ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠtoo ﾠ
soon ﾠ to ﾠ expect ﾠ changes ﾠ in ﾠ people’s ﾠ attitudes ﾠ and ﾠ explained ﾠ this ﾠ view ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
context ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ slow ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ economic ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ Macedonia ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
twentieth ﾠcentury ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ2.1.2). ﾠOn ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠhand, ﾠanother ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
team ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ local ﾠ people ﾠ received ﾠ them ﾠ and ﾠ associated ﾠ with ﾠ
them ﾠ had ﾠ improved ﾠ greatly ﾠ over ﾠ time, ﾠ starting ﾠ from ﾠ appreciating ﾠ them ﾠ as ﾠ
individuals ﾠ and ﾠ slowly ﾠ shifting ﾠ to ﾠ an ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ as ﾠ well. ﾠ
Finally, ﾠ the ﾠ Director ﾠ of ﾠ another ﾠ Ephorate ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ increase ﾠ of ﾠ
municipalities’ ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠcollaborating ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠthanks ﾠ
to ﾠits ﾠeconomic ﾠpotential ﾠand ﾠagain ﾠan ﾠimprovement ﾠof ﾠpeople’s ﾠeducational ﾠ
level. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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A ﾠfinal ﾠcomment ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpoint ﾠin ﾠtime ﾠwhen ﾠarchaeology ﾠappeared ﾠin ﾠ
each ﾠ local ﾠ case ﾠ study ﾠ should ﾠbe ﾠ made ﾠ here. ﾠ In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ the ﾠlocal ﾠ community ﾠ
developed ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime ﾠperiod ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠ
mainly ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠSecond ﾠWorld ﾠWar. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠthere ﾠhas ﾠnever ﾠbeen ﾠmuch ﾠ
connection ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ employment ﾠ and ﾠ expropriation ﾠ issues, ﾠ therefore ﾠ
archaeology ﾠis ﾠonly ﾠnow ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrise ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpotential ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠdevelopment. ﾠIn ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠarchaeology ﾠappeared ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ1990s ﾠwhen ﾠits ﾠdevelopmental ﾠaspect ﾠhad ﾠ
become ﾠquite ﾠevident ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠlocals, ﾠas ﾠindividuals ﾠor ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcommunity, ﾠdo ﾠ
not ﾠknow ﾠhow ﾠor ﾠhesitated ﾠto ﾠdevelop ﾠits ﾠpotential. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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5.3 Greek Archaeology: Aims and Objectives  
5.3.1 Introduction 
The ﾠ archaeological ﾠ law ﾠ sets ﾠ seven ﾠ objectives ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠThey ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠsummarised ﾠunder ﾠ
two ﾠmain ﾠaims: ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠrelating ﾠto ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠ
to ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation. ﾠThe ﾠfollowing ﾠdiscussion ﾠattempts ﾠa ﾠcritical ﾠ
investigation ﾠ of ﾠ how ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ perceive ﾠ these ﾠ aims ﾠ and ﾠ whether ﾠ they ﾠ
believe ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠachieving ﾠthem, ﾠespecially ﾠin ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠnature ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠresource ﾠand ﾠits ﾠmanagement. ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.3.2 Protection and Conservation 
In ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation, ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠrefers ﾠfirst ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ‘location, ﾠ
research, ﾠ recording, ﾠ documentation ﾠ and ﾠ study ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ elements ﾠ of ﾠ cultural ﾠ
heritage’, ﾠ secondly, ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ ‘preservation ﾠ and ﾠ prevention ﾠ of ﾠ destruction, ﾠ
disfigurement ﾠor ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠany ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠdamage, ﾠdirect ﾠor ﾠindirect ﾠto ﾠit’, ﾠthirdly, ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠ‘prevention ﾠof ﾠillegal ﾠexcavation, ﾠtheft ﾠand ﾠillegal ﾠexport’, ﾠand ﾠfourthly, ﾠto ﾠ
‘its ﾠconservation ﾠand, ﾠin ﾠappropriate ﾠcircumstances, ﾠrestoration’ ﾠ(article ﾠ3, ﾠLaw ﾠ
no. ﾠ3028/2002). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Interviews ﾠwith ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdemonstrated ﾠthat ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ
are ﾠtheir ﾠprimary ﾠconcerns ﾠand ﾠpriorities, ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠpossible ﾠfor ﾠ
them ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠanything ﾠelse. ﾠThe ﾠblanket ﾠprotection ﾠenvisaged ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
Constitution ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠmeans ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠArchaeolgoical ﾠService ﾠ
has ﾠ been, ﾠ theoretically ﾠ at ﾠ least, ﾠ assigned ﾠ a ﾠ huge ﾠ role, ﾠ since ﾠ the ﾠ 1950s ﾠ when ﾠ
development ﾠbegan ﾠto ﾠincrease. ﾠImplementation ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ
is ﾠ attempted ﾠ through ﾠ an ﾠ extensive ﾠ bureaucratic ﾠ structure ﾠ that ﾠ generates ﾠ a ﾠ
significant ﾠworkload ﾠthat ﾠmost ﾠarchaeologists ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠinterviews. ﾠ ﾠ
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Some ﾠ mentioned ﾠ bureaucracy ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ biggest ﾠ problem ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ
currently ﾠfaced ﾠwith: ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠbrought ﾠit ﾠup ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmain ﾠreason ﾠwhy ﾠit ﾠis ﾠ
impossible ﾠ to ﾠ undertake ﾠ further ﾠ initiatives, ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠmeasures. ﾠResponding ﾠto ﾠcitizens’ ﾠpermit ﾠrequests ﾠand ﾠall ﾠother ﾠ
controls ﾠ along ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ subsequent ﾠ paperwork ﾠ results ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ limitation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
resources ﾠavailable ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠfor ﾠpursuing ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠ
and ﾠinterpretation ﾠthat ﾠwill ﾠbe ﾠdiscussed ﾠbelow. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Also, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠa ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠSector ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry, ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠstill ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
who ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠarchaeological ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠsites ﾠshould ﾠnot ﾠbe ﾠused ﾠfor ﾠ
cultural ﾠevents ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠconservation ﾠissues ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠThe ﾠreason ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
prioritisation ﾠof ﾠconservation ﾠover ﾠuse ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠbecause ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resource’s ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠis ﾠa ﾠprerequisite ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠachievement ﾠof ﾠ
any ﾠfurther ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ is ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ pressure ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ requirement ﾠ for ﾠ applying ﾠ
conservation ﾠ measures ﾠ clearly ﾠ has ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ neglecting ﾠ consideration ﾠ of ﾠ
further ﾠ aims ﾠ and ﾠ objectives. ﾠ The ﾠ primacy ﾠ accorded ﾠ to ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠ work ﾠ over ﾠ any ﾠ other ﾠ requirements ﾠ has ﾠ also ﾠ affected ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠ approach ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ system, ﾠ and ﾠ has ﾠ created ﾠ a ﾠ restricted ﾠ
concentration ﾠ upon, ﾠ and ﾠ restricted ﾠ understanding ﾠ of, ﾠ the ﾠ full ﾠ range ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
potential ﾠ field ﾠ of ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation. ﾠ After ﾠ all, ﾠ effective ﾠ and ﾠ
sustainable ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ cannot ﾠ be ﾠ achieved ﾠ without ﾠ
presentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation, ﾠno ﾠmatter ﾠhow ﾠstrict ﾠa ﾠlaw ﾠis. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Further ﾠ evidence ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ interviews ﾠ conducted ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ this ﾠ
primacy ﾠ of ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation, ﾠ recognised ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ common ﾠ feature ﾠ
throughout ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Hourmouziadis ﾠ1990), ﾠis ﾠmainly ﾠa ﾠ
result ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠfrom ﾠwhere ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠauthority ﾠand ﾠpower ﾠis ﾠ ﾠ
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derived. ﾠ The ﾠ aims ﾠ of ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ constitute ﾠ the ﾠ core ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠperspective ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠprofessional ﾠand ﾠdisciplinary ﾠidentity, ﾠone ﾠ
that ﾠis ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠforceful ﾠterms. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠwords ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists, ﾠ
‘we ﾠ[archaeologists] ﾠserve ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
We ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠserve ﾠanything ﾠelse. ﾠConsequently ﾠwe ﾠjudge ﾠeverything ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠ
of ﾠ a ﾠ specific ﾠ parameter: ﾠ if ﾠ this ﾠ model ﾠ can ﾠ work ﾠ better ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ monuments ﾠ
themselves’. ﾠOf ﾠcourse ﾠmonuments ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠhave ﾠa ﾠway ﾠof ﾠcommunicating ﾠwhat ﾠ
works ﾠ better ﾠ for ﾠ them ﾠ but ﾠ it ﾠis ﾠ up ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ the ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑proclaimed ﾠ
‘servants ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmonuments’, ﾠto ﾠdecide ﾠwhat ﾠthis ﾠis. ﾠTherefore ﾠthis ﾠdiscourse ﾠis ﾠ
used ﾠto ﾠconceal ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdecide ﾠwhat ﾠworks ﾠbetter ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
monuments, ﾠ that ﾠ is, ﾠ what ﾠ works ﾠ better ﾠ for ﾠ themselves. ﾠ What ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
refer ﾠto ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmonument-ﾭ‐‑centric ﾠsystem ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠis ﾠin ﾠreality ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist-ﾭ‐‑
centric ﾠone. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠbecame ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠexplicit: ﾠ‘every ﾠscientist ﾠwho ﾠ
loves ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠhis/her ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠreason ﾠwhy ﾠhe/she ﾠ
studied…it ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠwe ﾠbelieve ﾠthat ﾠwe ﾠbest ﾠserve ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠmonuments ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠof ﾠarchaeology’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠand ﾠsignificant ﾠto ﾠnote ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠattitude ﾠappears ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠall ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ reflects ﾠ an ﾠ underlying ﾠ bias ﾠ that ﾠ
anything ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠpublic, ﾠis ﾠa ﾠpotential ﾠthreat ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource. ﾠEven ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠcommunication ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠ(such ﾠas ﾠone ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠ
Ephorate ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠvery ﾠactive ﾠin ﾠorganising ﾠpublic ﾠevents), ﾠprioritised ﾠthe ﾠ
narrow ﾠ application ﾠ of ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ when ﾠ it ﾠ came ﾠ to ﾠ
acknowledging ﾠthe ﾠconcerns ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠover ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠconsider ﾠas ﾠ
their ﾠ local ﾠ heritage. ﾠ When ﾠ asked ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ community’s ﾠ concerns, ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠgive ﾠa ﾠdirect ﾠanswer. ﾠInstead ﾠhe ﾠreversed ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠand ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 298 ﾠ
stated ﾠ his ﾠ opinion ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ ways ﾠ in ﾠ which ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ heritage ﾠ threatened ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource. ﾠWith ﾠhis ﾠanswer, ﾠthe ﾠDirector ﾠimposed ﾠhis ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠonly ﾠvalid ﾠone ﾠand ﾠdismissed ﾠemphatically ﾠ
local ﾠconcern ﾠover ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠperceived ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠas ﾠheritage ﾠsignificant ﾠ
to ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Overall, ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠinterviewed ﾠexhibited ﾠan ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity’s ﾠperspective. ﾠThis ﾠimplies ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠexclusive ﾠapplication ﾠof ﾠ
protection ﾠand ﾠconservation, ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠcontrolling ﾠand ﾠrestrictive ﾠmechanism ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources, ﾠ is ﾠ seen ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ only ﾠ
possible ﾠ way ﾠ to ﾠ deal ﾠ with ﾠ those ﾠ resources. ﾠ This ﾠ represents ﾠ a ﾠ widely ﾠ shared ﾠ
perception ﾠ inherent ﾠ in ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ professional ﾠ identity ﾠ in ﾠ Greece, ﾠ one ﾠ
shaped ﾠ through ﾠ education ﾠ and ﾠ work ﾠ (see ﾠ also ﾠ Davis ﾠ 2002 ﾠ regarding ﾠt h e  ﾠ
educational ﾠand ﾠprofessional ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠformation). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
One ﾠ would ﾠ expect ﾠ that ﾠ enjoying ﾠ such ﾠ forceful ﾠ defence ﾠ and ﾠ support, ﾠ the ﾠ
protection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠsuccessful ﾠ
endeavour ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠand ﾠindeed ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwho ﾠsee ﾠit ﾠas ﾠsuch. ﾠ
The ﾠ Head ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ Directorate ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ stated ﾠ that ﾠ cultural ﾠ heritage ﾠ is ﾠ
effectively ﾠprotected ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠthanks ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠsystem ﾠthat ﾠshe ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠ
an ﾠexemplar ﾠof ﾠstate-ﾭ‐‑centred ﾠprotection, ﾠwhere ﾠall ﾠresources ﾠare ﾠprovided ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
state. ﾠ Also ﾠ the ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ
claimed ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ successfully ﾠ combined ﾠ the ﾠ work ﾠ of ﾠ
protection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠnecessary ﾠresearch ﾠin ﾠaccordance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
system’s ﾠ structure, ﾠ and ﾠ that ﾠ in ﾠ turn ﾠ the ﾠ Service’s ﾠ scientific ﾠ production ﾠ in ﾠ
Classical ﾠand ﾠByzantine ﾠstudies ﾠis ﾠby ﾠfar ﾠthe ﾠgreatest ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠ
to ﾠany ﾠother ﾠorganisation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Contrasting ﾠviews ﾠcame ﾠfrom ﾠanother ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠa ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠSector ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠMinistry. ﾠShe ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠa ﾠpointless, ﾠextremely ﾠbureaucratic ﾠand ﾠnarrowly ﾠ
applied ﾠmechanism ﾠthat ﾠnever ﾠreaches ﾠconclusive ﾠresults, ﾠmeets ﾠspecific ﾠtargets ﾠ
or ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠprescribed ﾠpolicies ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠimplementation ﾠof ﾠa ﾠstrategy ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠ
certain ﾠdirection. ﾠThe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinterview ﾠconcentrated ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠan ﾠ
uninspiring ﾠ system ﾠ without ﾠ a ﾠ sense ﾠ of ﾠ meaning ﾠ behind ﾠ it, ﾠ driven ﾠ by ﾠ
management ﾠ priorities ﾠ as ﾠ defined ﾠ by ﾠ time, ﾠ financial ﾠ and ﾠ other ﾠ pressures ﾠ
influenced ﾠby ﾠoutside ﾠfactors, ﾠincluding ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠleadership. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠend, ﾠshe ﾠ
summarised ﾠ protection ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ inscription ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ monument ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ National ﾠ
Archive ﾠof ﾠMonuments ﾠand ﾠwhatever ﾠelse ﾠthe ﾠEphorates ﾠcould ﾠdo ﾠconsidering ﾠ
their ﾠscarce ﾠresources. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠquestions ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmeaning ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠ
why ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ has ﾠ taken ﾠ it ﾠ up ﾠ constantly ﾠ caused ﾠ awkwardness ﾠ with ﾠ
interviewees. ﾠ  ﾠ These ﾠ reactions, ﾠ along ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ overall ﾠ way ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
described ﾠ and ﾠ discussed ﾠ their ﾠ work, ﾠ clearly ﾠ revealed ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
assumed ﾠas ﾠgiven ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠreasons ﾠwhy ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠand ﾠrelevant. ﾠ
As ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠthey ﾠseemed ﾠunable ﾠto ﾠconvincingly ﾠelaborate ﾠon ﾠthem ﾠany ﾠfurther. ﾠ
Instead, ﾠthey ﾠprovided ﾠan ﾠenumeration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠprovisions, ﾠamong ﾠothers, ﾠlisting, ﾠ
inscribing ﾠ and ﾠ archiving. ﾠ A ﾠ member ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ excavation ﾠ team, ﾠ for ﾠ
example, ﾠ expressed ﾠ certainty ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ was ﾠ only ﾠ capable ﾠ of ﾠ
understanding ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠbenefit ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠeven ﾠthink ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠimportance ﾠof ﾠmaking ﾠother ﾠreasons ﾠexplicit ﾠto ﾠthem, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠ
why ﾠarchaeologists ﾠpractice ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠmajor ﾠexplanation ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠwide ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠopinions ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠ
management ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠand ﾠits ﾠeffectiveness ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠany ﾠ
concrete ﾠdata ﾠand ﾠevaluation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠspecific ﾠ
criteria. ﾠWhen ﾠa ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠSector ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠwas ﾠasked ﾠabout ﾠevaluation ﾠshe ﾠ ﾠ
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admitted ﾠ that ﾠ only ﾠ summative ﾠ data ﾠ are ﾠ available ﾠ on ﾠ visitor ﾠ numbers ﾠ and ﾠ
activities, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠphotography ﾠpermits ﾠissued, ﾠand ﾠexpenses ﾠof ﾠ
Ephorates. ﾠEven ﾠthese ﾠhide ﾠseveral ﾠinconsistencies ﾠthat ﾠrender ﾠthem ﾠpractically ﾠ
unusable, ﾠ as ﾠ became ﾠ clear ﾠ after ﾠ an ﾠ electronic ﾠ communication ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
responsible ﾠdepartment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry. ﾠThey ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠeven ﾠevaluated ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠitself, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠinterviewee ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠadmitted. ﾠ
Apart ﾠfrom ﾠthis, ﾠevaluation ﾠin ﾠaccordance ﾠwith ﾠtargets ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠbeen ﾠconsidered ﾠ
as ﾠfar ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists ﾠinterviewed ﾠwere ﾠconcerned. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Within ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject, ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠin ﾠrunning ﾠa ﾠsystem ﾠthat ﾠstems ﾠ
from ﾠ the ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ good ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ challenged. ﾠ What ﾠ is ﾠ
challenged ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ implemented ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ attitudes ﾠ that ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ
nurtured ﾠfrom ﾠit, ﾠthat ﾠis, ﾠthe ﾠconsequences ﾠ of ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthis ﾠsystem ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠ
implemented. ﾠ This ﾠ thesis ﾠ endorses ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ resource, ﾠ and ﾠ
therefore ﾠ also ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology ﾠ from ﾠ within ﾠ a ﾠ state-ﾭ‐‑run ﾠ system ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
management ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ in ﾠ true ﾠ fulfillment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ
Constitution. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.3.3 Presentation and Interpretation 
It ﾠis ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠtwenty ﾠyears ﾠthere ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠincreasing ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠ
widen ﾠaccessibility ﾠto ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.2 ﾠand ﾠ2.2.3). ﾠ
Under ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠinterpretation, ﾠ the ﾠarchaeological ﾠlaw ﾠ includes: ﾠfirst, ﾠ
‘facilitation ﾠ of ﾠ access ﾠ to ﾠ and ﾠ communication ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ with ﾠ cultural ﾠ
heritage’; ﾠ second, ﾠ ‘its ﾠ enhancement ﾠ and ﾠ integration ﾠ into ﾠ contemporary ﾠ social ﾠ
life’; ﾠ and ﾠ third, ﾠ ‘education, ﾠ aesthetic ﾠ enjoyment ﾠ and ﾠ public ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
cultural ﾠ heritage’ ﾠ (article ﾠ 3, ﾠ Law ﾠ no.3028/2002). ﾠ A ﾠ clear ﾠ change ﾠ in ﾠ official ﾠ
attitudes ﾠis ﾠmarked ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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State ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ often ﾠ admitted ﾠ during ﾠ their ﾠ interviews ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ was ﾠ
important ﾠ that ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ ‘returns’ ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ public. ﾠ The ﾠ commonest ﾠ way ﾠ of ﾠ
claiming ﾠ this ﾠ was ﾠ happening ﾠ was ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ museums ﾠ and ﾠ museum ﾠ
exhibitions ﾠ opening. ﾠ The ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠeven ﾠadmitted ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmonument-ﾭ‐‑centric ﾠapproach ﾠadopted ﾠso ﾠ
far ﾠ was ﾠ mistaken ﾠ and ﾠ he ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ approach ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ was ﾠ now ﾠ changing ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ visitor-ﾭ‐‑centric ﾠ one. ﾠ He ﾠ elaborated ﾠ on ﾠ this ﾠ by ﾠ
saying ﾠthat: ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
We ﾠ [archaeologists] ﾠ understand ﾠ that ﾠ without ﾠ the ﾠ citizens, ﾠ the ﾠ
visitors...those ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠwho ﾠgo ﾠto ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠto ﾠa ﾠ
monument ﾠ to ﾠ entertain ﾠ themselves, ﾠ monuments ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ exist, ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ exist. ﾠ They ﾠ exist ﾠ only ﾠ through ﾠ their ﾠ
visitor. ﾠConsequently ﾠour ﾠpolicies ﾠtend ﾠto... ﾠturn ﾠmore ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠvisitor ﾠ
so ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmonument ﾠitself ﾠis ﾠbenefited. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
This ﾠ opinion ﾠ contradicts ﾠ the ﾠ statement ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ interviewee, ﾠ mentioned ﾠ
above, ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ criteria ﾠ by ﾠ which ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ practiced ﾠ (5.3.2) ﾠ and ﾠ
reduces ﾠhis ﾠopinion ﾠto ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’ ﾠ(see ﾠ5.6.3) ﾠemployed ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠ
best ﾠ suits ﾠ the ﾠ argument. ﾠ Several ﾠ notable ﾠ initiatives ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ sporadic ﾠ and ﾠ
relied ﾠ on ﾠ individuals’ ﾠ good ﾠ will ﾠ and ﾠ effort ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ Wedde ﾠ 1995). ﾠ However, ﾠ
presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ have ﾠ never ﾠ been ﾠ the ﾠ subject ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ central ﾠ
strategy, ﾠ not ﾠ even ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ basic ﾠ form ﾠ of ﾠ museums’ ﾠ foundation ﾠ policies ﾠ
(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2006; ﾠVoudouri ﾠ2003). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
An ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠinclusion ﾠof ﾠlecture ﾠtheatres ﾠin ﾠ
recently ﾠfounded ﾠmuseums ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠchoice ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠmuseums ﾠ
the ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠenvisages ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfuture. ﾠShe ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠrealise ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠ
central ﾠchoice ﾠreflects ﾠthe ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠthe ﾠArchaeologcal ﾠService ﾠenvisages, ﾠ ﾠ
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that ﾠis, ﾠan ﾠaudience ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠan ﾠengaged ﾠinterlocutor. ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠway, ﾠthe ﾠ
long ﾠand ﾠdescriptive ﾠtexts ﾠin ﾠmuseums, ﾠfull ﾠof ﾠjargon ﾠand ﾠlacking ﾠcontext, ﾠreflect ﾠ
the ﾠhope ﾠexpressed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠinterviewee ﾠthat ﾠ‘the ﾠmore ﾠthey ﾠread, ﾠthe ﾠmore ﾠ
they ﾠwill ﾠunderstand’. ﾠThis ﾠtotal ﾠfailure ﾠto ﾠconsider ﾠthe ﾠpublic’s ﾠperspective ﾠhas ﾠ
already ﾠaccounted ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠmajority ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseums’ ﾠirrelevance ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠpublic: ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠorganised ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠgrounds ﾠthat ﾠ‘artifacts ﾠspeak ﾠfor ﾠ
themselves’ ﾠ and ﾠ ‘masterpieces ﾠ narrate ﾠ our ﾠ history’ ﾠ (see ﾠ Gazi ﾠ 1993; ﾠ Gratziou ﾠ
1985; ﾠand ﾠ2.2.2). ﾠArchaeologists ﾠvery ﾠrarely ﾠgrasp ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠeffective ﾠ
interpretation ﾠ coupled ﾠ with ﾠ art-ﾭ‐‑historical ﾠ approaches ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
resources ﾠhas ﾠrendered ﾠthem ﾠillegible ﾠto ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑experts ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠirrelevant. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠperception ﾠthat ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠare ﾠconcerns ﾠthat ﾠlie ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
periphery ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist’s ﾠactual ﾠduties ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠcritical ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠdiscussion. ﾠ
Most ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ made ﾠ clear ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ interviews, ﾠ either ﾠ consciously ﾠ or ﾠ
unconsciously, ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠregarded ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠactivities ﾠas ﾠ
‘extra ﾠburdens’. ﾠThey ﾠconsidered ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠ‘on ﾠtop’ ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠactual ﾠduties ﾠand, ﾠ
therefore, ﾠoptional, ﾠor ﾠ‘a ﾠwaste ﾠof ﾠtime’. ﾠThe ﾠcommon ﾠreason ﾠthey ﾠoffered ﾠwhen ﾠ
they ﾠ were ﾠ asked ﾠ why ﾠ they ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ organize ﾠ more ﾠ activites ﾠ for ﾠ public ﾠ
engagement ﾠwas ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsize ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠexisting ﾠworkload. ﾠThey ﾠdo ﾠ
not ﾠregard ﾠpresentations ﾠin ﾠconferences ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠway. ﾠSuch ﾠpresentations ﾠare ﾠ
considered ﾠas ﾠclosely ﾠconnected ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠprofessional ﾠduties. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Several ﾠmisapprehensions ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠnoted ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠmeaning ﾠ
of ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation, ﾠ often ﾠ regarded ﾠ as ﾠ public ﾠ relations ﾠ or ﾠ as ﾠ
simple ﾠ announcements ﾠ of ﾠ finds. ﾠ A ﾠ quote ﾠ by ﾠ Dinsmoor ﾠ (‘the ﾠ building ﾠ when ﾠ
restored ﾠforms ﾠa ﾠpublication ﾠin ﾠitself’, ﾠquoted ﾠin ﾠMallouchou-ﾭ‐‑Tufano ﾠ1998: ﾠ315) ﾠ
has ﾠ also ﾠ laid ﾠ the ﾠ ground ﾠ for ﾠ another ﾠ commonly ﾠ used ﾠ and ﾠ intentionally ﾠ
exaggerated ﾠargument ﾠin ﾠdefence ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology. ﾠAs ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ stated, ﾠ any ﾠ work ﾠ on ﾠ an ﾠ ancient ﾠ ﾠ
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monument, ﾠi.e. ﾠkeeping ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠclean ﾠor ﾠrestoration, ﾠcontributes ﾠ
to ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠmakes ﾠthe ﾠmonument ﾠlegible. ﾠAlthough ﾠthis ﾠ
may ﾠbe ﾠpartly ﾠtrue, ﾠlimiting ﾠthe ﾠmeaning ﾠof ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠto ﾠ
cleaning ﾠworks, ﾠrestoration ﾠand ﾠother ﾠinfrastructure ﾠconceals ﾠand ﾠignores ﾠthe ﾠ
fact ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ no ﾠ means, ﾠ resources ﾠ or ﾠ will ﾠ for ﾠ actual ﾠ interpretation ﾠ and ﾠ
engagement. ﾠFinally, ﾠit ﾠalso ﾠunderlines ﾠthe ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠwhat ﾠ
they ﾠ find ﾠ ‘fitting ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ monuments’ ﾠ without ﾠ considering ﾠ a ﾠ wider ﾠ potential ﾠ
clientele. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠworth ﾠnoting ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠconclusions ﾠapply ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠto ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
but ﾠseem ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠwidely ﾠshared ﾠperception ﾠon ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠ
among ﾠall ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠAs ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ
stated ﾠ (one ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ media-ﾭ‐‑friendly ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologists), ﾠ even ﾠ
university ﾠarchaeologists ﾠrely ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠprojects ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠacademic ﾠpromotion ﾠ
while ﾠ also ﾠ exhibiting ﾠ contempt ﾠ for ﾠ mass ﾠ media ﾠ and ﾠ popularised ﾠ versions ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠThus ﾠthey ﾠtoo ﾠneglect ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠmaking ﾠthe ﾠoutcome ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠresearch ﾠpublic, ﾠnot ﾠeven ﾠfor ﾠreasons ﾠof ﾠfinancial ﾠreciprocity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Outside ﾠstate ﾠarchaeological ﾠmanagement, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ
made ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠthat ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam, ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠpaid ﾠoff ﾠ(see ﾠ4.2.1). ﾠAs ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠsaid, ﾠthey ﾠ
had ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresults ﾠreported ﾠby ﾠforeign ﾠresearchers. ﾠResults ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠor ﾠ
less ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠas ﾠthose ﾠof ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠteams ﾠin ﾠGreece, ﾠ‘indifference, ﾠ
negative ﾠattitude ﾠand ﾠsmall-ﾭ‐‑scale ﾠdestructions’. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠis ﾠknown ﾠfor ﾠhis ﾠconcern ﾠfor ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
earliest ﾠmuseum ﾠexhibition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠNeolithic ﾠculture ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ
2006: ﾠ82). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 304 ﾠ
A ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠhis ﾠassociates ﾠtook ﾠup ﾠhis ﾠconcern ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠand ﾠworked ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
preparation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ exhibition ﾠ space ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ excavation’s ﾠ workshop ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
Ecomuseum. ﾠDuring ﾠinterviews ﾠwith ﾠthem, ﾠthe ﾠimpression ﾠgained ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠ
engaged ﾠ with ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology ﾠ because ﾠ this ﾠ project ﾠ offered ﾠ them ﾠ an ﾠ
opportunity ﾠ for ﾠ experimentation ﾠ rather ﾠ than ﾠ because ﾠ they ﾠ were ﾠ particularly ﾠ
interested ﾠin ﾠengaging ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠDispilio. ﾠAs ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠ
said: ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠa ﾠclearly ﾠsocial ﾠmatter, ﾠthat ﾠis, ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠmove ﾠaround ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠare ﾠstrangers ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpeople. ﾠThey ﾠare ﾠstrangers ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠ
because ﾠthey ﾠoriginate ﾠfrom ﾠelsewhere ﾠor ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠcome ﾠfrom ﾠ
elsewhere, ﾠ because ﾠ they ﾠ have ﾠ other ﾠ experiences, ﾠ different ﾠ given, ﾠ
different ﾠinterests, ﾠdifferent ﾠvalues ﾠand ﾠyou ﾠcannot, ﾠlet’s ﾠsay, ﾠdevelop ﾠ
a ﾠrelationship ﾠbeyond ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠcontext ﾠin ﾠevery ﾠday. ﾠThat ﾠis, ﾠif ﾠ
you ﾠgo ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcoffee ﾠshop ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠnothing ﾠto ﾠsay. ﾠYou’ll ﾠsay, ﾠit’s ﾠcold, ﾠ
it’s ﾠhot, ﾠwhat ﾠelse ﾠis ﾠnew? ﾠFull ﾠstop. ﾠTherefore, ﾠwe ﾠare ﾠa ﾠforeign ﾠbody. ﾠ
That ﾠ is, ﾠ you ﾠ may ﾠ have ﾠ the ﾠ feeling ﾠ of ﾠ familiarity ﾠ and ﾠ say ﾠ good ﾠ
morning, ﾠgood ﾠevening ﾠto ﾠ100 ﾠpeople ﾠbut ﾠnothing ﾠmore. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠhas ﾠnothing ﾠin ﾠcommon ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠ
advocated ﾠin ﾠrecent ﾠliterature ﾠregarding ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠconcern ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠ community’s ﾠ present ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ preoccupations ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.2.7; ﾠ Stroulia ﾠ 2002; ﾠ
Stroulia ﾠand ﾠSutton ﾠ2009). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ were ﾠ particularly ﾠ concerned ﾠ with ﾠ
engaging ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology. ﾠ They ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ differentiate ﾠ
themselves ﾠas ﾠmuch ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠoften ﾠmade ﾠcomparisons, ﾠ
during ﾠtheir ﾠinterviews, ﾠbetween ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsmall ﾠcommunities ﾠthey ﾠ
came ﾠ from ﾠ and ﾠ life ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ They ﾠ maintained ﾠ closer ﾠ relationships ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ ﾠ
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broader ﾠ range ﾠ of ﾠlocals ﾠ and ﾠ they ﾠ were ﾠ the ﾠ ones ﾠ locals ﾠ turned ﾠ to ﾠ when ﾠ they ﾠ
wanted ﾠto ﾠcomplaint. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ archaeological ﾠ project ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ represents ﾠ only ﾠ one ﾠ of ﾠ many ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ projects ﾠ in ﾠ Greece. ﾠ Its ﾠ activities ﾠ have ﾠ set ﾠ an ﾠ example ﾠ and ﾠ
contributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠadvancement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfield. ﾠHowever, ﾠthe ﾠmotivation ﾠbehind ﾠ
the ﾠinitiatives ﾠtaken ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠbuild ﾠpersonal ﾠrelationships ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠhelp ﾠ
achieve ﾠ what ﾠ should ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ the ﾠ main ﾠ goal, ﾠ the ﾠ engagement ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠwith ﾠarchaeological ﾠpractice. ﾠA ﾠconsistent ﾠpattern ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠactions ﾠ
was ﾠinnovation ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠadaptation. ﾠAlthough ﾠinterviews ﾠwith ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠteam ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠshowed ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity'ƹs ﾠ
particularities, ﾠ they ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ seem ﾠ to ﾠ consider ﾠ them. ﾠ They ﾠ had ﾠ not ﾠ even ﾠ
considered ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠ‘cultural ﾠlandscape’ ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠeffectiveness ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology, ﾠ
the ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Association ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ admitted ﾠ that ﾠ
absolutely ﾠnothing ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠachieved. ﾠHe ﾠfelt ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠexplained ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
mentality ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ old-ﾭ‐‑fashioned ﾠ education ﾠ they ﾠ received. ﾠ
Indeed, ﾠalthough ﾠhe ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠmost ﾠbasic ﾠtool ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠsensitisation ﾠ
of ﾠ the ﾠ public, ﾠ he ﾠ maintained ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologist-ﾭ‐‑centred ﾠ approach: ﾠ ‘we ﾠ study, ﾠ
manage ﾠ and ﾠ mediate ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ public’. ﾠ This ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ
realisation ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ part ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ making ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ
public ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcritical ﾠstep ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsustainable ﾠachievement ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠobjectives ﾠand ﾠ
for ﾠ the ﾠ ethical ﾠ and ﾠ democratic ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ in ﾠ
accordance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Constitution. ﾠ They ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ seem ﾠ to ﾠ realise ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ management ﾠ is ﾠ pursued ﾠ does ﾠ not ﾠ allow ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ to ﾠ
understand, ﾠ participate ﾠ and ﾠ achieve ﾠ what ﾠ the ﾠ Constitution ﾠ describes ﾠ as ﾠ
‘everyone’s ﾠright’ ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠprotection ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠheritage. ﾠInstead ﾠthey ﾠprojected ﾠa ﾠ ﾠ
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self-ﾭ‐‑centred ﾠ and ﾠ top-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠ approach ﾠ that ﾠ was ﾠ possibly ﾠlikely ﾠ to ﾠ destroy ﾠ any ﾠ
potential ﾠfor ﾠensuring ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠmight ﾠbe ﾠpublic. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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5.4 Strategies for Reciprocity 
5.4.1 Introduction 
Issues ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠpresented ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠprevious ﾠsections ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠanalysis ﾠare ﾠfurther ﾠ
discussed ﾠ here, ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ potential ﾠ contribution ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ reciprocal ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
What ﾠbecame ﾠobvious ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠprocess ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠand ﾠanalysis ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠwas ﾠ
that ﾠ the ﾠ issue ﾠ at ﾠ stake ﾠ is ﾠ not ﾠ the ﾠ foundation ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ museums ﾠ or ﾠ the ﾠ
organisation ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ public ﾠ events. ﾠ  ﾠ There ﾠ are ﾠ a ﾠ substantial ﾠ number ﾠ of ﾠ
museums ﾠor ﾠother ﾠoccasions ﾠwhere ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠinterface ﾠ
(see ﾠ2.2). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠa ﾠquestion ﾠof ﾠa ﾠredefinition ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠinterface ﾠin ﾠqualitative ﾠterms. ﾠ
What ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠestablishment ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠpolicy ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpresentation ﾠ
and ﾠinterpretation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠa ﾠshift ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠapproach ﾠby ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
that ﾠwill ﾠallow ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠeffective ﾠengagement ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpublic. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Theoretically, ﾠand ﾠalso ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠevidence, ﾠbroader ﾠchanges ﾠin ﾠfields ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠ
been ﾠ discussed ﾠ so ﾠ far ﾠ would ﾠ impact ﾠ massively ﾠ on ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ
management ﾠand ﾠits ﾠpublic ﾠinterface: ﾠ ﾠ
•  abolition ﾠof ﾠclientele ﾠpolitics ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5 ﾠand ﾠ5.3.2); ﾠ
•  clarification ﾠof ﾠjurisdiction ﾠoverlaps ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4); ﾠ
•  elimination ﾠof ﾠcontradictory ﾠlegislative ﾠacts ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.4); ﾠ
•  introduction ﾠof ﾠevaluation ﾠ(see ﾠ5.3.2); ﾠ
•  targeting ﾠsustainability ﾠ(see ﾠ1.8-ﾭ‐‑9); ﾠ ﾠ
•  establishment ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ consultation ﾠ and ﾠ fostering ﾠ a ﾠ culture ﾠ of ﾠ
collaboration ﾠ(see ﾠChapter ﾠOne); ﾠ ﾠ
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•  setting ﾠa ﾠconsistent ﾠcultural ﾠpolicy, ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠpromoting ﾠa ﾠchange ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
approach ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠtowards ﾠrecognising ﾠthat ﾠnationhood ﾠcomes ﾠwith ﾠ
obligations ﾠthat ﾠtranscend ﾠthe ﾠright ﾠto ﾠprivate ﾠproperty. ﾠ ﾠ
These ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠsole ﾠresponsibility ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠaim ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠfor ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists ﾠto ﾠachieve ﾠa ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑awareness ﾠand ﾠ
perspective ﾠ that ﾠ will ﾠ allow ﾠ them ﾠ to ﾠ realise ﾠ the ﾠ contemporary ﾠ and ﾠ changing ﾠ
relevance ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ field ﾠ as ﾠ perceived ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ people ﾠ and ﾠ not ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠperspective. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠclearly ﾠnecessary ﾠto ﾠcommunicate ﾠthe ﾠrelevance ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeology ﾠeffectively ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsociety ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠleadership, ﾠ
which ﾠis ﾠapparently ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠbiggest ﾠproblems ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠ
their ﾠsolution. ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.4.2 Economic Reciprocity 
Employment ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ workforces ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ tourism ﾠ emerged ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ main ﾠ
strategies ﾠ through ﾠ which ﾠ archaeology ﾠ can ﾠ benefit ﾠ economically ﾠ local ﾠ
communities. ﾠHowever ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠwas ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠoperate ﾠat ﾠits ﾠfull ﾠpotential ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Employment ﾠ opportunities ﾠ with ﾠ archaeological ﾠ projects ﾠ should ﾠ be ﾠ increased ﾠ
and ﾠ reinforced ﾠ with ﾠ more ﾠ competitive ﾠ wages ﾠ in ﾠ order ﾠ to ﾠ attract ﾠ younger ﾠ
workers, ﾠas ﾠinterviews ﾠwith ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhave ﾠrevealed ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠbasic ﾠ
reason ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsufficient ﾠworkforce. ﾠThe ﾠestablishment ﾠof ﾠspecialised ﾠ
crafts ﾠworkshops ﾠactive ﾠin ﾠa ﾠwider ﾠgeographical ﾠarea ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠpursued ﾠand ﾠ
sustained ﾠthrough ﾠlong-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠplanning ﾠof ﾠrestoration ﾠworks ﾠunder ﾠcentral ﾠco-ﾭ‐‑
ordination. ﾠInterviews ﾠwith ﾠarchaeologists ﾠshowed ﾠhow ﾠsuch ﾠworkshops ﾠused ﾠ
to ﾠ exist ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ but ﾠ were ﾠ eliminated ﾠ for ﾠ financial ﾠ ﾠ
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reasons. ﾠ A ﾠ similar ﾠ policy ﾠ could ﾠ be ﾠimplemented ﾠ for ﾠ specialist ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
and ﾠconservators. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠfield ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠtourism, ﾠthe ﾠmerger ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistries ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠ
Tourism ﾠoffered ﾠa ﾠunique ﾠpotential ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠcultural ﾠtourism ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠ benefit ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ economies ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠmonuments ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time ﾠ (see ﾠ
2.1.5). ﾠ The ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ visitor ﾠ management ﾠ plans ﾠ developed ﾠ through ﾠ
participatory ﾠplanning ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠcollaboration ﾠof ﾠcentral ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠstakeholders ﾠ
is ﾠnecessary ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠcreation ﾠof ﾠquality ﾠservices ﾠat ﾠa ﾠcompetitive ﾠlevel ﾠthat ﾠwill ﾠ
also ﾠmobilise ﾠlocal ﾠproductivity, ﾠthus ﾠenhancing ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠsectors ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠ
and ﾠ creating ﾠ a ﾠ greater ﾠ variety ﾠ of ﾠ employment ﾠ opportunities ﾠ for ﾠ younger ﾠ
generations ﾠwith ﾠhigh ﾠlevels ﾠof ﾠspecialisation ﾠand ﾠqualifications. ﾠAs ﾠinterviews ﾠ
with ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ representatives ﾠ showed, ﾠ neither ﾠ the ﾠ administrators ﾠ
nor ﾠ locals ﾠ were ﾠ aware ﾠ of ﾠ exactly ﾠ how ﾠ to ﾠ utilise ﾠ and ﾠ capitalise ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
developmental ﾠ aspect ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources. ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
need ﾠto ﾠfacilitate ﾠsuch ﾠefforts. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠeconomic ﾠrelevance, ﾠincreasingly ﾠarchaeologists ﾠall ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠworld ﾠ
realise ﾠ the ﾠ need ﾠ to ﾠ embrace ﾠ and ﾠ understand ﾠ the ﾠ field ﾠ of ﾠ economics ﾠ and ﾠ
understand ﾠ better ﾠ the ﾠ way ﾠ investments ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ culture ﾠ benefit ﾠ
private, ﾠlocal ﾠand ﾠnational ﾠeconomies. ﾠA ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠa ﾠDirectorate ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠ
stated ﾠthat ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠmanagement ﾠis ﾠfar ﾠfrom ﾠunderstanding ﾠand ﾠ
putting ﾠ to ﾠ good ﾠ use ﾠ private ﾠ sponsorships ﾠ and ﾠ donations, ﾠ or ﾠ even ﾠ volunteer ﾠ
work. ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.4.3 Social Reciprocity 
Recent ﾠyears ﾠhave ﾠseen ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠincrease ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfounding ﾠof ﾠprovincial ﾠmuseums ﾠ
by ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.2). ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠtime, ﾠfollowing ﾠtheir ﾠopening, ﾠto ﾠ ﾠ
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inaugurate ﾠ a ﾠ management ﾠ framework ﾠ for ﾠ their ﾠ operation ﾠ within ﾠ cultural ﾠ
tourism ﾠ and ﾠ more ﾠ importantly, ﾠ through ﾠ local ﾠ social ﾠ alliances. ﾠ Provincial ﾠ
museums ﾠconstitute ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠopportunity ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠsponsorship ﾠ
and ﾠvolunteer ﾠprogrammes. ﾠLocal ﾠcultural ﾠassociations, ﾠschool ﾠgroups, ﾠparents’ ﾠ
and ﾠ elderly ﾠ associations ﾠ could ﾠ be ﾠ organisers ﾠ and ﾠ participants ﾠ in ﾠ seminars, ﾠ
presentations, ﾠworkshops, ﾠexhibitions, ﾠoral ﾠhistory ﾠprojects ﾠand ﾠother ﾠcultural ﾠ
activities ﾠfor ﾠadults, ﾠchildren ﾠor ﾠfamily ﾠactivities ﾠhosted ﾠin ﾠlocal ﾠmuseums. ﾠSuch ﾠ
activities ﾠneed ﾠnot ﾠnecessarily ﾠrelate ﾠimmediately ﾠto ﾠarchaeology ﾠbut ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
general ﾠrelevance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠor ﾠa ﾠspecific ﾠgroup ﾠwithin ﾠit. ﾠThey ﾠ
would ﾠrather ﾠenforce ﾠthe ﾠfeeling ﾠof ﾠaccessibility ﾠand ﾠappropriation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ vein, ﾠ measures ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ free ﾠ entrance ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ
should ﾠbe ﾠenforced ﾠeverywhere ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠreinforce ﾠthe ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠownership ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠwith ﾠgreat ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠplace ﾠand ﾠ
local ﾠidentity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠwhen ﾠarchaeologists ﾠplan ﾠpublic ﾠevents ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠspecific ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠ
it ﾠis ﾠnecessary ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠinto ﾠaccount ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠlandscape ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠInstead ﾠof ﾠ
trying ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠit ﾠover ﾠand ﾠreinvent ﾠlocal ﾠidentity, ﾠit ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠfruitful ﾠto ﾠ
engage ﾠwith ﾠit. ﾠWhat ﾠbetter ﾠopportunity ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠDispilo ﾠthan ﾠto ﾠ
keep ﾠtheir ﾠworkshop ﾠopen ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠFair ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7) ﾠand ﾠorganise ﾠ
children’s ﾠevents ﾠspecifically ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠwould ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠDispilio ﾠ
during ﾠthese ﾠdays, ﾠthus ﾠdemonstrating ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠ
willing ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcustoms ﾠand ﾠhabits? ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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5.4.4 Political Reciprocity 
Political ﾠ reciprocity ﾠ will ﾠ come ﾠ only ﾠ after ﾠ a ﾠ change ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ quality ﾠ of ﾠ
interpretation ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠvarious ﾠways ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠand ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ past ﾠ are ﾠ communicated ﾠ to ﾠ people. ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ particularly ﾠ important ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
spheres ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠsite ﾠpresentation ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠand ﾠwill ﾠ
need ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ a ﾠ long-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠ programme. ﾠ All ﾠ these ﾠ require ﾠ close ﾠ collaboration ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠwith ﾠhistorians ﾠand ﾠeducators ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠa ﾠconstant ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠfeed ﾠ
state ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠrecent ﾠresults ﾠof ﾠ
research, ﾠ therefore, ﾠ a ﾠ close ﾠ collaboration ﾠ with ﾠ national ﾠ and ﾠ international ﾠ
educational ﾠ and ﾠ research ﾠ institutes ﾠ under ﾠ central ﾠ co-ﾭ‐‑ordination. ﾠ Broader ﾠ
collaboration ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmedia ﾠcould ﾠbring ﾠresults ﾠwith ﾠgreater ﾠimpact. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.4.5 A Change in Mentalities 
However, ﾠ as ﾠ long ﾠ as ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ perceive ﾠ public ﾠ archaeology ﾠ as ﾠ nothing ﾠ
more ﾠthan ﾠpublic ﾠrelations ﾠor ﾠa ﾠnecessary ﾠevil ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠof ﾠa ﾠresearch ﾠproject, ﾠ
none ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmuseums, ﾠthe ﾠpresentations ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠeducational ﾠprogrammes ﾠwill ﾠ
make ﾠa ﾠdifference. ﾠIn ﾠfact, ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproblems ﾠthat ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists ﾠnow ﾠ
prioritise ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠsolved ﾠunless ﾠthey ﾠcan ﾠprove ﾠthe ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠto ﾠ
contemporary ﾠsociety. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Greek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠachieved ﾠits ﾠbest ﾠcondition ﾠever ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠresources. ﾠ
With ﾠmore ﾠpermanent ﾠemployees ﾠand ﾠEphorates ﾠthan ﾠever ﾠbefore, ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService ﾠcan ﾠmonitor, ﾠif ﾠnot ﾠimplement, ﾠconservation ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.5). ﾠ
With ﾠ hundreds ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ employed ﾠ in ﾠ public ﾠ works, ﾠ Greek ﾠ
archaeology ﾠcan ﾠbe ﾠsaid ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠfinally ﾠcaught ﾠup ﾠwith ﾠdevelopment. ﾠWith ﾠa ﾠ
considerable ﾠshare ﾠof ﾠCSF ﾠfunds ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService’s ﾠmechanism ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ put ﾠ back ﾠ to ﾠ work. ﾠ However, ﾠ the ﾠ redundancy ﾠ of ﾠ thousands ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠworking ﾠunder ﾠshort-ﾭ‐‑term ﾠcontracts ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠlikelihood ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
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not ﾠgetting ﾠa ﾠshare ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ4th ﾠCSF ﾠdemonstrates ﾠhow ﾠfragile ﾠthis ﾠprosperity ﾠis. ﾠ
The ﾠ only ﾠ way ﾠ to ﾠ achieve ﾠ access ﾠ to ﾠ financial ﾠ and ﾠ human ﾠ resources ﾠ and ﾠ
sustainable ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠis ﾠby ﾠexplaining ﾠin ﾠsimple ﾠterms ﾠwhy ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ important; ﾠ how ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresource ﾠbenefits ﾠthe ﾠpeople. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠeducation ﾠespecially ﾠat ﾠuniversity ﾠlevel ﾠneeds ﾠto ﾠmove ﾠtowards ﾠ
fields ﾠthat ﾠbring ﾠarchaeology ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcentre ﾠof ﾠcurrent ﾠaffairs, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠmuseum ﾠ
and ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology ﾠstudies. ﾠThis ﾠcould ﾠmean ﾠmanagement ﾠcourses, ﾠcourses ﾠ
on ﾠeconomics, ﾠcreative ﾠwriting ﾠ(e.g. ﾠliterature, ﾠscenarios ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠmedia, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
radio ﾠshows, ﾠdocumentaries ﾠetc.), ﾠpopular ﾠwriting, ﾠanthropological ﾠtheory ﾠand ﾠ
methods, ﾠvisitor ﾠstudies, ﾠmarketing ﾠand ﾠeducation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠcould ﾠcome ﾠup ﾠwith ﾠnew ﾠapproaches ﾠto ﾠpublicise ﾠ
events ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠthat ﾠwould ﾠreach ﾠand ﾠappeal ﾠto ﾠas ﾠmany ﾠand ﾠas ﾠvaried ﾠ
interests ﾠ as ﾠ possible ﾠ and ﾠ to ﾠ communicate ﾠ their ﾠ content ﾠ in ﾠ as ﾠ simple ﾠ and ﾠ
intellectually ﾠ accessible ﾠ a ﾠ way ﾠ as ﾠ to ﾠ have ﾠ the ﾠ deepest ﾠ and ﾠ broadest ﾠ impact ﾠ
possible. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠemploys ﾠexcellent ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
highest ﾠqualifications ﾠand ﾠabilities ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠspecialisation, ﾠwhich ﾠunfortunately ﾠ
does ﾠ not ﾠ also ﾠ guarantee ﾠ that ﾠ they ﾠ are ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ suitable ﾠ people ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
dissemination ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠknowledge. ﾠSome ﾠmay ﾠenjoy ﾠor ﾠdespise ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑
archaeologists, ﾠwhen ﾠit ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠjob. ﾠMore ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠable ﾠto, ﾠafter ﾠthey ﾠ
learned ﾠhow ﾠto ﾠcommunicate ﾠtheir ﾠdiscipline ﾠto ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠdifferent ﾠaudiences, ﾠ
while ﾠothers ﾠwould ﾠrather ﾠcollaborate ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeologist ﾠon ﾠhow ﾠto ﾠ
achieve ﾠquality ﾠof ﾠcontent ﾠ(e.g ﾠFagan ﾠ1977; ﾠ ﾠMcManamon ﾠ2000). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠevery ﾠarchaeologist ﾠneeds ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠthe ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠengaging ﾠthe ﾠ
public ﾠin ﾠhis ﾠor ﾠher ﾠwork, ﾠnot ﾠeverybody ﾠneeds ﾠto ﾠactually ﾠdo ﾠit. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠimportant ﾠ
that ﾠmuseum ﾠand ﾠfield ﾠarchaeologists ﾠrealise ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠturn ﾠto ﾠ specialised ﾠ ﾠ
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colleagues, ﾠ e.g. ﾠ a ﾠ museologist, ﾠ a ﾠ museum ﾠ educator ﾠ or ﾠ a ﾠ community ﾠ
archaeologist, ﾠinstead ﾠof ﾠbelieving ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠequipped ﾠand ﾠqualified ﾠto ﾠdo ﾠ
everything ﾠthemselves. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠthis ﾠmentality ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠled ﾠto ﾠaesthetically ﾠpleasant ﾠ
but ﾠintellectually ﾠillegible ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum ﾠexhibitions ﾠso ﾠfar. ﾠIt ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠ
led ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ narrow ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ that ﾠ rejects ﾠ
anything ﾠthat ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠstem ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠ‘sacred’ ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠbut ﾠinstead ﾠ
represents ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠprofane ﾠaspect ﾠof ﾠit. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠmost ﾠimportant ﾠchange ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠapproaches ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠadopt ﾠis ﾠto ﾠ
realise ﾠ that ﾠ people ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ take ﾠ for ﾠ granted ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ conservation ﾠ of ﾠ
antiquities ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠthey ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠconvinced ﾠof ﾠits ﾠvalue ﾠevery ﾠstep ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
way. ﾠ The ﾠ public ﾠ needs ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ convinced ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ and ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ benefits ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeology ﾠcan ﾠbring ﾠagain ﾠand ﾠagain. ﾠ
 ﾠ
State ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ clearly ﾠ are ﾠ aware ﾠ of ﾠ these ﾠ issues ﾠ and ﾠ face ﾠ them ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ
everyday ﾠ duties, ﾠ as ﾠ interviews ﾠ with ﾠ them ﾠ demonstrated. ﾠ However, ﾠ in ﾠ many ﾠ
cases ﾠthe ﾠsensible ﾠapproach ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠfeasible ﾠone ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcurrent ﾠhighly ﾠ
complex ﾠ management ﾠ system ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.1.5). ﾠ A ﾠ rationalisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ
management ﾠis ﾠlong ﾠoverdue ﾠwhich ﾠclearly ﾠwill ﾠrequire ﾠthe ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑engineering ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ management ﾠ structure: ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ will ﾠ begin ﾠ with ﾠ rationalisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
current ﾠservices ﾠpotentially ﾠby ﾠmerging ﾠEphorates ﾠunder ﾠone ﾠservice. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠa ﾠ
change ﾠ that ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ talked ﾠ about ﾠ for ﾠ many ﾠ years ﾠ already ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠService. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Within ﾠ Ephorates ﾠ the ﾠ approach ﾠ to ﾠ management ﾠ needs ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ changed ﾠ from ﾠ
operationally-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ to ﾠ value-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠ strategies ﾠ with ﾠ established ﾠ priorities ﾠ in ﾠ
accordance ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry’s ﾠ central ﾠ policy, ﾠ ones ﾠ that ﾠ will ﾠ apply ﾠ within ﾠ
specific ﾠtime ﾠframes ﾠand ﾠwill ﾠbe ﾠrevised ﾠregularly ﾠtaking ﾠinto ﾠconsideration ﾠthe ﾠ
results ﾠ of ﾠ evaluation ﾠ processes ﾠ and ﾠ new ﾠ conditions. ﾠ Such ﾠ a ﾠ change ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ ﾠ
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management ﾠculture ﾠwill ﾠhelp ﾠtackle ﾠworkload ﾠand ﾠenhance ﾠspecialisation ﾠand ﾠ
thus ﾠbroaden ﾠthe ﾠexisting ﾠrestricted ﾠperspective ﾠin ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠ
through ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation. ﾠ It ﾠ will ﾠ also ﾠ help ﾠ reduce ﾠ conflicting ﾠ
perceptions ﾠof ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠcentral ﾠ
and ﾠlocal ﾠservices ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Strategic ﾠ management ﾠ is ﾠ also ﾠ a ﾠ better ﾠ environment ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ
collaborations ﾠ that ﾠ will ﾠ enhance ﾠ the ﾠ work ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ and ﾠ
multiply ﾠits ﾠpotential ﾠand ﾠits ﾠvalue. ﾠIt ﾠwill ﾠalso ﾠimprove ﾠits ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠ
local ﾠauthorities ﾠand ﾠother ﾠparties ﾠwith ﾠrelevant ﾠinterests. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ would ﾠ be ﾠ easier ﾠ to ﾠ resist ﾠ to ﾠ political ﾠ interference ﾠ if ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ important ﾠ
decisions ﾠ were ﾠ not ﾠ dependent ﾠ on ﾠ one ﾠ single ﾠ body ﾠ — ﾠ currently ﾠ the ﾠ Central ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠCouncil. ﾠ ﾠFinally, ﾠthe ﾠkey ﾠto ﾠchange ﾠis ﾠfinding ﾠthe ﾠpolitical ﾠwill ﾠ
necessary ﾠto ﾠimplement ﾠthese ﾠchanges ﾠand ﾠsolve ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠproblems ﾠbecause ﾠ
these ﾠ changes ﾠ can ﾠ only ﾠ be ﾠ implemented ﾠ at ﾠ a ﾠ political ﾠ level. ﾠ However, ﾠ even ﾠ
politicians ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠconvinced. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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5.5 For Whom Is Archaeology Practiced in Greece? 
The ﾠ final ﾠ question ﾠ this ﾠ thesis ﾠ aims ﾠ to ﾠ examine ﾠ and ﾠ hopefully ﾠ answer ﾠ is ﾠ (see ﾠ
Introduction) ﾠ‘For ﾠwhom ﾠis ﾠarchaeology ﾠpracticed ﾠin ﾠGreece?’ ﾠTo ﾠexplore ﾠwhether ﾠ
the ﾠConstitutional ﾠpremise ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcollective ﾠand ﾠ
individual ﾠright ﾠis ﾠactually ﾠhappening, ﾠa ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠfurther ﾠquestions ﾠwere ﾠasked. ﾠ
The ﾠ answers ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ regarding ﾠ disadvantages ﾠ that ﾠ derive ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ
proximity ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcommunity ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠused ﾠto ﾠshed ﾠ
further ﾠ light ﾠ to ﾠ how ﾠ people ﾠ perceive ﾠ the ﾠ requirements ﾠ for ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation. ﾠ Their ﾠ answers ﾠ were ﾠ grouped ﾠ in ﾠ four ﾠ categories: ﾠ ‘no ﾠ
disadvantages’, ﾠ ‘activities’ ﾠ restrictions, ﾠ bureaucracy, ﾠ delays, ﾠ behaviour’, ﾠ
‘restrictions ﾠin ﾠbuilding ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠprivate ﾠproperty’ ﾠand ﾠ‘other’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Restrictions ﾠon ﾠbuilding ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠprivate ﾠproperty ﾠwere ﾠby ﾠfar ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠ
frequently ﾠmentioned ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ(figure ﾠ96, ﾠtable ﾠ91). ﾠ ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠ
third ﾠin ﾠparticipants’ ﾠpreference ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 96 Building restrictions as a disadvantage 
 ﾠ
The ﾠ most ﾠ frequently ﾠ mentioned ﾠ disadvantage ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ was ﾠ ‘activities ﾠ
restrictions, ﾠbureaucracy, ﾠdelays ﾠand ﾠbehaviour’ ﾠ(figure ﾠ97, ﾠtable ﾠ92). ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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second ﾠmost ﾠfrequently ﾠmentioned ﾠdisadvantage ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠthird ﾠone ﾠ
in ﾠDelphi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 97 Activities restrictions, permissions requests, bureaucracy, behaviour, and 
delays 
 ﾠ
The ﾠsecond ﾠmost ﾠidentified ﾠdisadvantage ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ(which ﾠis ﾠ
lower ﾠat ﾠKrenides) ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠother ﾠdisadvantages ﾠthat ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠincluded ﾠ
consequences ﾠof ﾠtourism, ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠinfrastructure ﾠand ﾠof ﾠcounterbalance ﾠmeasures, ﾠ
social ﾠdivision, ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠfinancial ﾠprofit ﾠand ﾠaccidents ﾠ(figure ﾠ98, ﾠtable ﾠ93). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 98 Other disadvantages 
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠDispilio, ﾠother ﾠdisadvantages ﾠinclude ﾠthe ﾠthreat ﾠto ﾠdemolish ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠ(see ﾠ
5.1.7) ﾠand ﾠrestriction ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠadditional ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsettlement ﾠ(e.g. ﾠthe ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
logo). ﾠ Other ﾠ disadvantages ﾠ noted ﾠ at ﾠ Krenides ﾠ included ﾠ accidents, ﾠ the ﾠ road ﾠ
diversion, ﾠ town ﾠ expansion, ﾠ muddy ﾠ roads ﾠ and ﾠ archaeology ﾠ generally ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ
impediment ﾠto ﾠtourist ﾠdevelopment. ﾠ
 ﾠ
‘Activities ﾠ restrictions, ﾠ bureaucracy, ﾠ delays ﾠ and ﾠ behaviour’ ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ
educational ﾠ level ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides. ﾠ Fewer ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ stated ﾠ these ﾠ as ﾠ
disadvantages ﾠ had ﾠ graduated ﾠ with ﾠ compulsory ﾠ education ﾠ or ﾠ less ﾠ (figure ﾠ 99, ﾠ
table ﾠ94); ﾠconfirming ﾠthat ﾠparticipants ﾠwith ﾠless ﾠeducation ﾠwere ﾠless ﾠnegatively ﾠ
disposed ﾠtowards ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 99 Activities, permissions, bureaucracy and delays by educational level in 
Krenides (n= 98) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠDispilio, ﾠother ﾠdisadvantages, ﾠincluding ﾠthe ﾠpurported ﾠthreat ﾠto ﾠdemolish ﾠthe ﾠ
church ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠcontrol ﾠin ﾠusing ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠsettlement ﾠlogo, ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠage. ﾠ
More ﾠparticipants ﾠwho ﾠmentioned ﾠother ﾠdisadvantages ﾠwere ﾠ65 ﾠyears ﾠold ﾠand ﾠ
over ﾠ(figure ﾠ100, ﾠtable ﾠ95); ﾠconfirming ﾠolder ﾠresidents ﾠas ﾠmore ﾠreluctant ﾠtowards ﾠ
changes ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠsocial ﾠenvironment, ﾠeven ﾠif ﾠthese ﾠwere ﾠonly ﾠpresumed, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠ
the ﾠthreat ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠchurch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAscension ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7). ﾠ ﾠ
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 ﾠ
Figure 100 Other disadvantages by age in Dispilio (n= 102) 
 ﾠ
Participants’ ﾠanswers ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠimprovement ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠquality ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ
result ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexistence ﾠand ﾠwork ﾠon ﾠthese ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠdemonstrated ﾠa ﾠ
considerable ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠagreement ﾠ— ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠthat ﾠproved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠpositive ﾠvalue ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠidentifiable ﾠ(figure ﾠ101, ﾠtable ﾠ96). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 101 ‘Do you believe that these archaeological sites/museums improve the 
quality of life in your area?’  ﾠ
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The ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠquestion ﾠcorrelated ﾠwith ﾠemployment ﾠstatus ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠ
Unemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthese ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠ
improved ﾠthe ﾠquality ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠarea ﾠ(figure ﾠ102, ﾠtable ﾠ97), ﾠconfirming ﾠagain ﾠ
the ﾠpattern ﾠof ﾠunemployed ﾠparticipants ﾠas ﾠmore ﾠpositively ﾠdisposed. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 102 Quality of life by employment condition in Krenides (n= 97) 
 ﾠ
In ﾠ an ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ further ﾠ tease ﾠ out ﾠ participants’ ﾠ perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ role ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠarea, ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠan ﾠimpediment ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠ
development ﾠ was ﾠ raised. ﾠ Participants’ ﾠ answers ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ the ﾠ divide ﾠ
between ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠalready ﾠidentified ﾠ(figure ﾠ103, ﾠtable ﾠ98). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 103 ‘Do you believe that archaeology has been an impediment to the 
development of your area?’  ﾠ
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Percentages ﾠ were ﾠ similar ﾠ at ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ Dispilio. ﾠ However, ﾠ at ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ the ﾠ
results ﾠ were ﾠ completely ﾠ reversed. ﾠ Although ﾠ the ﾠ term ﾠ development ﾠ was ﾠ not ﾠ
used ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ specific ﾠ context, ﾠ the ﾠ results ﾠ can ﾠ still ﾠ be ﾠ explained ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ minimal ﾠ
disruption ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠarchaeological ﾠactivity ﾠhas ﾠcaused ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠ
two ﾠcommunities’ ﾠlives. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠby ﾠcontrast, ﾠwhere ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠdirectly ﾠ
affected ﾠthe ﾠsettlement’s ﾠexpansion ﾠand ﾠany ﾠnew ﾠbuilding ﾠactivity ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3), ﾠ
participants ﾠwere ﾠin ﾠoverwhelming ﾠagreement ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠan ﾠ
impediment ﾠ to ﾠ development. ﾠ As ﾠ a ﾠ participant ﾠ said ﾠ ‘there ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ been ﾠ a ﾠ
merging ﾠof ﾠcontemporary ﾠsociety ﾠand ﾠarchaeology. ﾠThe ﾠDelphiot ﾠbreaks ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠ
the ﾠmoment ﾠhe ﾠor ﾠshe ﾠis ﾠborn. ﾠHis ﾠproperty ﾠis ﾠconfiscated ﾠand ﾠbound ﾠwithout ﾠ
any ﾠreturn. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠunfair’. ﾠRestrictions ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠbring ﾠdevelopment. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Answers ﾠ to ﾠ this ﾠ question ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ gender ﾠ at ﾠ Krenides. ﾠ Fewer ﾠ female ﾠ
participants ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ an ﾠ impediment ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
development ﾠof ﾠKrenides, ﾠconfirming ﾠthus ﾠfemales ﾠas ﾠless ﾠnegatively ﾠinclined ﾠ
towards ﾠarchaeology ﾠthan ﾠmale ﾠparticipants ﾠ(figure ﾠ104, ﾠtable ﾠ99). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 104 Impediment to development by gender in Krenides (n= 95) 
 ﾠ
Answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ question ﾠ correlated ﾠ with ﾠ frequency ﾠ of ﾠ visits ﾠ to ﾠ other ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ and ﾠ museums ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ Significantly ﾠ more ﾠ participants ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 321 ﾠ
who ﾠvisited ﾠother ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠabout ﾠor ﾠmore ﾠthan ﾠonce ﾠa ﾠ
year ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ had ﾠ been ﾠ an ﾠ impediment ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
development ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ(figure ﾠ105, ﾠtable ﾠ100), ﾠan ﾠexpected ﾠresult. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 105 Archaeology as impediment to development by frequency of visits to other 
arch. sites/ museums in Delphi (n= 79) 
 ﾠ
Participants ﾠgave ﾠa ﾠwide ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠanswers ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠ‘Who ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠbelieve ﾠis ﾠ
mostly ﾠ concerned ﾠ with ﾠ archaeology ﾠ today?’ ﾠ but ﾠ a ﾠ clear ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ respondents ﾠ
believed ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠ‘the ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠits ﾠresponsible ﾠofficials’ ﾠ(varying ﾠfrom ﾠ68% ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠto ﾠ56% ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠand ﾠslightly ﾠless, ﾠ54% ﾠin ﾠDelphi) ﾠ(figure ﾠ106, ﾠtable ﾠ
101). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 106 ‘Who do you believe is most concerned with archaeology today?’  ﾠ
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These ﾠresults ﾠclearly ﾠdemonstrate ﾠthat ﾠlongevity ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠworks ﾠand ﾠ
regulations ﾠmay ﾠresult ﾠto ﾠmore ﾠexposure ﾠto ﾠpublic ﾠcriticism ﾠand ﾠconsequently ﾠto ﾠ
lack ﾠ of ﾠ support ﾠ and ﾠ distrust ﾠ towards ﾠ state ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ and ﾠ not ﾠ necessarily ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ better ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ
them ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ communities. ﾠ Although ﾠ a ﾠ reassuringly ﾠ high ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ distinguished ﾠ between ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ
discipline ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ one ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ (see ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ
bureaucracy ﾠin ﾠ5.1.3), ﾠnot ﾠall ﾠparticipants ﾠmake ﾠthis ﾠdistinction. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Considering ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ an ﾠ exclusively ﾠ state ﾠ profession ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ
legislation ﾠ in ﾠ Greece ﾠ (see ﾠ 2.1.4), ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ important ﾠ to ﾠ understand ﾠ what ﾠ else ﾠ
participants ﾠthought. ﾠAt ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠ‘the ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities’ ﾠcame ﾠsecond. ﾠThe ﾠ
tourist ﾠindustry ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠrespondents’ ﾠthird ﾠchoice ﾠand ﾠthen ﾠcame ﾠ‘all ﾠGreeks’. ﾠ
There ﾠ was ﾠ a ﾠ series ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ responses ﾠ where ﾠ participants ﾠ expressed ﾠ their ﾠ
distrust ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠwith ﾠcynicism. ﾠAnswers ﾠincluded ﾠ‘romantics’ ﾠor ﾠ‘whoever ﾠ
loves ﾠour ﾠhistory’, ﾠ‘nobody’, ﾠ‘tourists’, ﾠ‘the ﾠFrench’ ﾠ(in ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDelphi), ﾠ‘those ﾠ
who ﾠare ﾠpaid ﾠto’ ﾠor ﾠ‘make ﾠa ﾠprofit’, ﾠ‘looters’, ﾠ‘worshipers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠTwelve ﾠGods’. ﾠ
Manolis ﾠ Andronikos, ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ who ﾠ excavated ﾠ Vergina, ﾠ was ﾠ also ﾠ
mentioned, ﾠan ﾠunsurprising ﾠanswer ﾠregarding ﾠthis ﾠarchaeologist’s ﾠpublic ﾠappeal ﾠ
(see ﾠHamilakis ﾠ2007). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ main ﾠ archaeological ﾠ actor ﾠ involved ﾠ with ﾠ
work ﾠtaking ﾠplace ﾠcurrently ﾠwas ﾠeven ﾠless ﾠacknowledged ﾠin ﾠareas ﾠwhere ﾠmore ﾠ
agents ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠactively ﾠinvolved, ﾠas ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠNaxos ﾠ(see ﾠ2.2.7). ﾠ ﾠHowever, ﾠ
the ﾠimportant ﾠrole ﾠstudents ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠasked ﾠabout ﾠ
what ﾠagent ﾠthey ﾠexpect ﾠto ﾠfamiliarise ﾠthem ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005; ﾠsee ﾠ
2.2.5) ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ that ﾠ expectations ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ as ﾠ attributed ﾠ by ﾠ public ﾠ
education ﾠare ﾠrenewed ﾠwith ﾠevery ﾠgeneration. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Differences ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ answers ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ question ﾠ in ﾠ surveys ﾠ conducted ﾠ in ﾠ
Northern ﾠ America ﾠ demonstrate ﾠ the ﾠ different ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ management ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ resources. ﾠ There ﾠ the ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ attributed ﾠ
archaeological ﾠwork ﾠto ﾠuniversity ﾠand ﾠmuseum ﾠresearchers, ﾠa ﾠsituation ﾠthat ﾠwas ﾠ
true ﾠ until ﾠ a ﾠ few ﾠ decades ﾠ ago, ﾠ when ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ was ﾠ taken ﾠ up ﾠ by ﾠ
private ﾠ firms, ﾠ demonstrating ﾠ thus ﾠ a ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ awareness ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
management ﾠreality ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠ‘for ﾠwhom ﾠdo ﾠyou ﾠthink ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠpracticed ﾠtoday ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ
and ﾠ in ﾠ your ﾠ area ﾠ in ﾠ particular?’ ﾠ was ﾠ posed. ﾠ The ﾠ majority ﾠ of ﾠ participants ﾠ at ﾠ
Krenides ﾠand ﾠDispilio ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwork ﾠfor ﾠthemselves ﾠ(figure ﾠ
107, ﾠtable ﾠ102). ﾠOnly ﾠ10% ﾠgave ﾠthis ﾠanswer ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠthe ﾠmajority ﾠ
believed ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwork ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠprimary ﾠmotivation ﾠof ﾠcontributing ﾠ
to ﾠsociety, ﾠwhich ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠbiggest ﾠcategory ﾠin ﾠanswers ﾠat ﾠKrenides. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Figure 107 ‘For whom do you believe that archaeology is practiced today in Greece 
and in your area in particular?’ 
 ﾠ
The ﾠ second ﾠ biggest ﾠ category ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ
motivations ﾠwere ﾠa ﾠcombination ﾠof ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠpersonal ﾠagendas, ﾠthe ﾠthird ﾠmost ﾠ
popular ﾠcategory ﾠat ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠKrenides. ﾠAfter ﾠthese ﾠmajor ﾠcategories ﾠcame ﾠ ﾠ
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participants ﾠ who ﾠ saw ﾠ them ﾠ as ﾠ any ﾠ other ﾠ employee ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ state. ﾠ Finally, ﾠfew ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠentirely ﾠindividual ﾠmatter ﾠand ﾠ
others ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠwork ﾠfor ﾠvested ﾠinterests. ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ percentages ﾠ demonstrated ﾠ a ﾠ quite ﾠ fragmented ﾠ picture ﾠ of ﾠ public ﾠ
perceptions ﾠ about ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ Overall, ﾠ a ﾠ more ﾠ realistic ﾠ impression ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠexist ﾠin ﾠDelphi ﾠthan ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠtwo ﾠsites. ﾠParticipants ﾠ
at ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ who ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ worked ﾠ for ﾠ
themselves, ﾠwere ﾠbalanced ﾠby ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠtheir ﾠprimary ﾠmotivation ﾠ
was ﾠ their ﾠ contribution ﾠ to ﾠ society. ﾠ If ﾠ the ﾠ latter ﾠ are ﾠ combined ﾠwith ﾠ those ﾠ who ﾠ
believed ﾠin ﾠa ﾠmixture ﾠof ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠpersonal ﾠagendas, ﾠthen ﾠpercentages ﾠreach ﾠ
and ﾠsurpass ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠgroup. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ picture ﾠ is ﾠ just ﾠ as ﾠ balanced ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi: ﾠ although ﾠ the ﾠ percentage ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠ who ﾠ believe ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ work ﾠ to ﾠ contribute ﾠ to ﾠ society ﾠ
initially ﾠ seems ﾠ high, ﾠ when ﾠ one ﾠ combines ﾠ participants ﾠ who ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ work ﾠ for ﾠ themselves ﾠ with ﾠ those ﾠ who ﾠ believe ﾠ in ﾠ mixed ﾠ
motivations, ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠgroups ﾠare ﾠequal. ﾠThe ﾠgroups ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠmost ﾠnotable ﾠwere ﾠ
the ﾠfourth ﾠhighest ﾠgroup ﾠidentified ﾠat ﾠDelphi ﾠwho ﾠsaw ﾠarchaeologists ﾠas ﾠbeing ﾠ
like ﾠany ﾠother ﾠcivil ﾠservant ﾠand ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠwork ﾠfor ﾠ
vested ﾠ interests. ﾠ The ﾠ two ﾠ groups ﾠ combined ﾠ make ﾠ almost ﾠ one ﾠ third ﾠ of ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠDelphi. ﾠ ﾠ
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5.6 Issues 
During ﾠresearch ﾠand ﾠanalysis, ﾠa ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠissues ﾠemerged ﾠthat ﾠshed ﾠfurther ﾠlight ﾠ
on ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ and ﾠ are ﾠ
discussed ﾠ in ﾠ more ﾠ detail ﾠ here. ﾠ These ﾠ revolved ﾠ around ﾠ the ﾠ two ﾠ poles ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
relationship. ﾠ A ﾠ third ﾠ agent ﾠ was ﾠ also ﾠ identified, ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ was ﾠ termed ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
context ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’, ﾠalso ﾠelaborated ﾠon ﾠfurther ﾠbelow. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
5.6.1 Nature of Archaeology  
A ﾠseries ﾠof ﾠfactors ﾠthat ﾠrelate ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠnature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠwere ﾠ
found ﾠ to ﾠ impact ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ relationship ﾠ between ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ local ﾠ
communities. ﾠThese ﾠinclude ﾠthe ﾠresource’s ﾠsignificance ﾠin ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠand ﾠ
national ﾠhistory, ﾠtheir ﾠinternational ﾠreputation ﾠand ﾠconsequently ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service’s ﾠ intervention ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ site. ﾠ Physical ﾠ features ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ
monumentality, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠof ﾠsite ﾠinterpretation, ﾠespecially ﾠas ﾠdeveloped ﾠin ﾠ
a ﾠseparate ﾠheritage ﾠattraction, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠmuseum, ﾠand ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠalso ﾠ
have ﾠan ﾠimpact. ﾠFurther ﾠattitudes ﾠthat ﾠinfluence ﾠthis ﾠrelationship ﾠand ﾠview ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠw e r e  ﾠt h e  ﾠ nature ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ top-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠ
approach ﾠ taken ﾠ within ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ in ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ both ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠmanagement ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdissemination ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠhistorical ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠeach ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠits ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
dominant ﾠnational ﾠnarrative ﾠhas ﾠdetermined ﾠthe ﾠlevel ﾠof ﾠintervention ﾠput ﾠin ﾠby ﾠ
the ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠThe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠare ﾠfenced, ﾠorganised ﾠsites ﾠwith ﾠticket ﾠoffices. ﾠ
However, ﾠ the ﾠ contrast ﾠ between ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ and ﾠ solid ﾠ fencing ﾠ of ﾠ Delphi ﾠ and ﾠ
Philippi ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠwooden, ﾠfarm-ﾭ‐‑type ﾠenclosure ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠ
signifies ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠdifference ﾠbetween ﾠthese ﾠsites. ﾠIt ﾠsignals ﾠthe ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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authenticity ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ resource ﾠ and ﾠ consequently, ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ management: ﾠ had ﾠ the ﾠ
Ecomuseum ﾠbeen ﾠan ﾠauthentic ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite, ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠ
Tourism ﾠwould ﾠhave ﾠtaken ﾠit ﾠover ﾠby ﾠlaw. ﾠBecause ﾠit ﾠis ﾠa ﾠreconstructed ﾠsite, ﾠthe ﾠ
municipality ﾠwas ﾠallowed ﾠto ﾠrun ﾠit ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠteam ﾠcreated ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠ
visitor-ﾭ‐‑friendly ﾠ environment, ﾠ less ﾠ concerned ﾠ with ﾠ security, ﾠ friendlier ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
locals ﾠas ﾠwell, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠhigh ﾠfrequency ﾠof ﾠvisits ﾠreported ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠshowed ﾠ(see ﾠ
5.1.3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠ another ﾠ level, ﾠ Philippi ﾠ and ﾠDelphi, ﾠ both ﾠ strongly ﾠ connected ﾠ to ﾠ nationally ﾠ
important ﾠ personalities ﾠ and ﾠ periods ﾠ in ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ history, ﾠ have ﾠ received ﾠ
international ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠattention. ﾠThis ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠfelt ﾠlocally ﾠin ﾠmany ﾠways. ﾠ
One ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠearly ﾠand ﾠcontinuous ﾠinterest ﾠand ﾠinvestment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠ
and ﾠ the ﾠ French ﾠ states ﾠ for ﾠ more ﾠ than ﾠ one ﾠ hundred ﾠ years ﾠ now ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.1.3 ﾠ and ﾠ
4.3.3). ﾠMore ﾠrecently, ﾠboth ﾠsite ﾠmuseums ﾠunderwent ﾠmassive ﾠprogrammes ﾠof ﾠ
rebuilding ﾠand ﾠrefurbishment. ﾠThis ﾠhad ﾠa ﾠdouble ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠ
with ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity: ﾠfirst, ﾠit ﾠdistilled ﾠpride ﾠand ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠimportance, ﾠthe ﾠ
opposite ﾠof ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠin ﾠVasiliko ﾠfelt ﾠfor ﾠAncient ﾠSikyon ﾠas ﾠreported ﾠby ﾠ
Deltsiou ﾠ(2009), ﾠand ﾠsecond, ﾠit ﾠremoved ﾠcontrol ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠfrom ﾠthem. ﾠIt ﾠdid ﾠnot, ﾠ
though, ﾠremove ﾠthe ﾠsense ﾠof ﾠownership ﾠand ﾠresponsibility, ﾠas ﾠeloquently ﾠput ﾠby ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠDelphi, ﾠ‘when ﾠCastalia ﾠwas ﾠon ﾠfire, ﾠwe ﾠran ﾠfirst’ ﾠ(also ﾠsee ﾠsurvey ﾠ
results ﾠin ﾠ5.1.5). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠcontrast, ﾠDispilio ﾠhas ﾠnever ﾠreceived ﾠinterest ﾠfounded ﾠon ﾠits ﾠimportance ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠdominant ﾠnational ﾠnarrative, ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠfinding ﾠof ﾠa ﾠtablet ﾠcarved ﾠwith ﾠ
linear ﾠ incisions ﾠ has ﾠ fired ﾠ up ﾠ public ﾠ debates ﾠ between ﾠ Greek ﾠ and ﾠ FYROM ﾠ
nationalists ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2009: ﾠ218-ﾭ‐‑20). ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠarchival ﾠmaterial ﾠfrom ﾠ
the ﾠCommunity ﾠof ﾠDispilio, ﾠcommunication ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠsince ﾠthe ﾠ1960s ﾠtestifies ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdistanced ﾠcontrol ﾠthe ﾠ
former ﾠexercised ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ4.2.3). ﾠA ﾠlist ﾠof ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠrestrictions ﾠand ﾠpotential ﾠlegal ﾠ ﾠ
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actions ﾠin ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠbreach ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlaw ﾠfollowed ﾠthe ﾠannouncement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠ
listing ﾠas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠsignificance. ﾠNo ﾠjustification ﾠor ﾠevidence ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
listing ﾠ was ﾠ provided ﾠ other ﾠ than ﾠ referring ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ ‘prehistoric ﾠ lake ﾠ
settlement’ ﾠ (Community ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ 1972a, ﾠ 1972b). ﾠ More ﾠ communication ﾠ
followed ﾠ after ﾠ the ﾠ guards ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ area’s ﾠ antiquities ﾠ reported ﾠ forbidden ﾠ uses ﾠ
(Community ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ 1974). ﾠ A ﾠ participant ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ removal ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
football ﾠfield, ﾠwhich ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠconsequence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠlisting, ﾠas ﾠsomething ﾠthat ﾠ
annoyed ﾠhim ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠtime. ﾠThe ﾠfootball ﾠfield ﾠwas ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠend ﾠmoved ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠ
hundred ﾠ metres ﾠ away, ﾠ opposite ﾠ the ﾠ current ﾠ Ecomuseum. ﾠ This ﾠ formal ﾠ and ﾠ
remote ﾠcontact ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠrestrictions ﾠconstituted ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠwithin ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠdeveloped. ﾠNot ﾠeven ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresearch ﾠcommunity ﾠdemonstrated ﾠany ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠAs ﾠ
one ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠpointed ﾠout, ﾠdespite ﾠits ﾠearly ﾠdiscovery, ﾠ
there ﾠhad ﾠnever ﾠbeen ﾠa ﾠsystematic ﾠprogramme ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠto ﾠinvestigate ﾠthose ﾠ
early ﾠfindings ﾠbefore ﾠ1992, ﾠeither ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠinitial ﾠexcavator ﾠor ﾠby ﾠother ﾠeminent ﾠ
Greek ﾠpre-ﾭ‐‑historians ﾠ(see ﾠ4.2.3). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
All ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ above ﾠ have ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ long ﾠ history ﾠ of ﾠ appropriation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ of ﾠ Philippi ﾠ and ﾠ Delphi ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ in ﾠ
accordance ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠvalorisation ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠheritage ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠstate ﾠ
itself. ﾠ This ﾠ has ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ two ﾠ different ﾠ local ﾠ reactions. ﾠ In ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠand ﾠits ﾠadministration ﾠhave ﾠdeveloped ﾠthe ﾠconfidence ﾠto ﾠchallenge ﾠ
the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ decisions. ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides ﾠ however ﾠ the ﾠ
representatives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠexpressed ﾠa ﾠreluctance ﾠto ﾠexercise ﾠ
claims ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠmanagement ﾠof ﾠan ﾠextensive ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠthat ﾠ
it ﾠborders ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠmunicipality. ﾠAs ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠstated ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠprobably ﾠ
have ﾠhad ﾠmore ﾠsay ﾠover ﾠremains ﾠthat ﾠlay ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠlimits ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality. ﾠ
Instead, ﾠthey ﾠtried ﾠthrough ﾠa ﾠcollaborative ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠpromote ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
research ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ area ﾠ and ﾠ influence ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service’s ﾠ decision-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠ
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making. ﾠMore ﾠrecently ﾠ(2003), ﾠPhilippi’s ﾠinclusion ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠtentative ﾠlist ﾠfor ﾠ
World ﾠ Heritage ﾠ confirmed ﾠ the ﾠ state’s ﾠ interest. ﾠ Since ﾠ then, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
administration ﾠ has ﾠ used ﾠ the ﾠ process ﾠ for ﾠ inscription ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ platform ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ
promotion ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠenjoyed ﾠthe ﾠ
state’s ﾠattention ﾠso ﾠfar ﾠ(i.e. ﾠrock ﾠart, ﾠsee ﾠ4.1.2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
By ﾠcontrast, ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠusing ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠuntil ﾠrecently ﾠfor ﾠcultural ﾠevents ﾠand ﾠto ﾠaccess ﾠthe ﾠlake. ﾠ
Today, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠis ﾠnormally ﾠinaccessible, ﾠalthough ﾠsome ﾠinsist ﾠon ﾠ
crossing ﾠit ﾠto ﾠaccess ﾠthe ﾠlake. ﾠThe ﾠweek-ﾭ‐‑long ﾠFair ﾠon ﾠAscension ﾠDay, ﾠthe ﾠday ﾠthe ﾠ
church ﾠcelebrates, ﾠhas ﾠnow ﾠbeen ﾠmoved ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠin ﾠfront ﾠof ﾠit ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7). ﾠ
Furthermore, ﾠas ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠstated, ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠis ﾠused ﾠeven ﾠ
to ﾠtake ﾠwedding ﾠpictures; ﾠa ﾠremarkably ﾠinternalised ﾠand ﾠpersonalised ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
resource. ﾠNext ﾠto ﾠit, ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠerected ﾠan ﾠiron ﾠconstruction ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠused ﾠas ﾠ
an ﾠopen-ﾭ‐‑air ﾠmovie ﾠtheatre. ﾠThe ﾠyouth ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠhosted ﾠtheir ﾠmusical ﾠevent ﾠ
there. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time, ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ lacks ﾠ highly ﾠ visible, ﾠ monumental ﾠ or ﾠ materially ﾠ
valuable ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains, ﾠ made ﾠ of ﾠ gold ﾠ or ﾠ marble, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ ones ﾠ
produced ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ dominant ﾠ and ﾠ best ﾠ known ﾠ periods ﾠ of ﾠ ancient ﾠ Greek ﾠ
history, ﾠ always ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ dominant ﾠ national ﾠ narrative. ﾠ This ﾠ
contributes ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠdevaluation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠeither ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
state ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠIn ﾠgeneral, ﾠthe ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠfinds ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠmost ﾠlikely ﾠto ﾠattract ﾠ
the ﾠbiggest ﾠpublic ﾠinterest ﾠinvolve ﾠgold, ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠform ﾠof ﾠmoney ﾠor ﾠadornment. ﾠ
Excavation ﾠ workers ﾠ agreed ﾠ that ﾠ what ﾠ their ﾠ co-ﾭ‐‑villagers ﾠ ask ﾠ them ﾠ most ﾠ
frequently ﾠis ﾠwhether ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠfound ﾠany ﾠlires ﾠ(golden ﾠcoins), ﾠfascinated ﾠmore ﾠ
by ﾠ the ﾠ treasure ﾠ rather ﾠ than ﾠt h e  ﾠk n o w l e d g e -ﾭ‐‑hunt ﾠ (regarding ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Vergina ﾠ
Syndrome’ ﾠamong ﾠhistorical ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠsee ﾠ2.1.2). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Monumentality ﾠ is ﾠ another ﾠ physical ﾠ feature ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains ﾠ that ﾠ
captures ﾠthe ﾠimagination ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic. ﾠUnaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscientific ﾠand ﾠethical ﾠ
considerations ﾠ regarding ﾠ reconstructions, ﾠ plans ﾠ regarding ﾠ reconstruction ﾠ of ﾠ
monumental ﾠ remains ﾠ feed ﾠ ideas ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ developmental ﾠ potential ﾠ of ﾠ sites ﾠ as ﾠ
visitor ﾠattractions. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠ
saw ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠtheatre, ﾠBasilica ﾠB'ƹ ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠOctagon ﾠas ﾠpotentially ﾠpromising ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠ expansion ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site’s ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ as ﾠ reconstructed ﾠ
monuments. ﾠEven ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare ﾠcarried ﾠaway ﾠby ﾠimpressive ﾠfinds, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
university ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠadmitted ﾠregarding ﾠhis ﾠown ﾠimpressions ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠsite ﾠas ﾠa ﾠstudent: ﾠthe ﾠoctagonal ﾠbuilding, ﾠthe ﾠmosaics, ﾠthe ﾠBaptistry ﾠwith ﾠits ﾠ
fountain, ﾠ the ﾠ inscription ﾠ at ﾠ Saint ﾠ Paul’s ﾠ basilica ﾠ attracted ﾠ his ﾠ interest ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
excavation ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ site. ﾠ After ﾠ all, ﾠ impressiveness ﾠ and ﾠ monumentality ﾠ are, ﾠ
according ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠAssistant ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate, ﾠtwo ﾠmajor ﾠcriteria ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
preservation ﾠin ﾠsitu ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠremains ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠfuture ﾠoperation ﾠas ﾠan ﾠ
attraction ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠvisitors. ﾠAlthough ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠan ﾠargument ﾠthat ﾠcould ﾠbe ﾠseen ﾠto ﾠ
exist ﾠfor ﾠpractical ﾠreasons, ﾠnotions ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠof ﾠintangible ﾠheritage ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠ
challenge ﾠits ﾠpremises ﾠand ﾠexpose ﾠit ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmaterialistic, ﾠimpression-ﾭ‐‑led ﾠand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
end ﾠ a ﾠ superficial ﾠ valorisation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ remains ﾠ that ﾠ serves ﾠ the ﾠ
dominant ﾠ discourse ﾠ as ﾠ generated ﾠ and ﾠ maintained ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ practices ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠresources ﾠmanagement. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ attributed ﾠ this ﾠ attitude ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
association ﾠof ﾠantiquity ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠexclusively ﾠwith ﾠClassical ﾠGreece, ﾠwhich ﾠ
has ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠdominate ﾠas ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠgeneral ﾠculture. ﾠThis ﾠ
helps ﾠto ﾠcreate ﾠa ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠprehistoric ﾠmaterial ﾠand ﾠsites, ﾠwhich ﾠ
in ﾠ turn ﾠ leads ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ public’s ﾠ disbelief ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ scientific ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ pile ﾠ of ﾠ
potsherds ﾠor ﾠstone ﾠtools ﾠ(see ﾠ2.1.2). ﾠ‘Even ﾠif ﾠyou ﾠexplain ﾠto ﾠhim ﾠ[the ﾠlocal] ﾠthat ﾠ
this ﾠand ﾠthis ﾠand ﾠthat, ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠthings ﾠwe ﾠfind ﾠwere ﾠcreated ﾠ7,000 ﾠyears ﾠago ﾠand ﾠ
more, ﾠthey ﾠ[sic] ﾠbelieve ﾠit ﾠwith ﾠdifficulty’. ﾠHe ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠdefinition ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
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prehistory ﾠ by ﾠ comparison ﾠ to ﾠ later ﾠ cultures, ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ its ﾠ deficiencies ﾠ and ﾠ
primarily ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠwritten ﾠsources, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠdisregard ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠoriginality ﾠof ﾠ
prehistoric ﾠinventions, ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠwhich ﾠare ﾠstill ﾠin ﾠuse ﾠtoday, ﾠhave ﾠled ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠ
approach. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Certain ﾠelements ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠchallenged ﾠthe ﾠconclusions ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam’s ﾠresearch ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠof ﾠsimilar ﾠassumptions. ﾠA ﾠfew ﾠ
participants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠ
exaggerated ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠits ﾠfinds ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠattribute ﾠmore ﾠvalue ﾠand ﾠ
attract ﾠ more ﾠ money. ﾠ A ﾠ couple ﾠ of ﾠ others ﾠ emphatically ﾠ distinguished ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ
answers ﾠ ‘true ﾠ archaeology’ ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ archaeology ﾠ that ﾠ was ﾠ taking ﾠ place ﾠ in ﾠ
Dispilio. ﾠ Another ﾠ one ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ she ﾠ believed ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ impossible ﾠ that ﾠ such ﾠ
things ﾠare ﾠfound ﾠin ﾠDispilio. ﾠThe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch ﾠexpressed ﾠ
this ﾠstance ﾠin ﾠan ﾠunfounded ﾠand ﾠextremely ﾠdogmatic ﾠway ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠechoed ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠview ﾠwhen ﾠhe ﾠ
said ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠinterest ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠincreases ﾠas ﾠsoon ﾠas ﾠ
an ﾠimportant ﾠfind ﾠis ﾠannounced. ﾠ‘That ﾠis, ﾠat ﾠthis ﾠmoment ﾠsomeone ﾠwill ﾠgo ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
workshop, ﾠthere, ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠyoung ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠare ﾠworking, ﾠhe ﾠwill ﾠsee ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠ
the ﾠ‘stones’ ﾠ[sic] ﾠfrom ﾠthese ﾠbroken, ﾠhow ﾠdo ﾠthey ﾠcall ﾠthem, ﾠstones…he ﾠwill ﾠgo ﾠ
and ﾠsee ﾠthousand ﾠpieces. ﾠThis ﾠwill ﾠnot ﾠcause ﾠhim ﾠany…anything’. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠ
this ﾠundermining ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscientific ﾠand ﾠnational ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠresource ﾠand ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
work ﾠ conducted, ﾠ removes ﾠ justification ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ high ﾠ grants ﾠ invested ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ
project ﾠ through ﾠ EU ﾠ and ﾠ public ﾠ funds ﾠ and ﾠ worsens ﾠ the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ view ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠat ﾠa ﾠparticularly ﾠbad ﾠtime ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy. ﾠ
Participants ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠsaid ﾠthat: ﾠ‘not ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠmoney ﾠgoes ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠproject. ﾠ
Some ﾠgo ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠpockets’. ﾠ‘We ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠseen ﾠany ﾠantiquities ﾠyet. ﾠThe ﾠwhole ﾠof ﾠ
Greece ﾠhas ﾠstones. ﾠ[They ﾠsay ﾠthey ﾠfound] ﾠsomething ﾠto ﾠget ﾠmoney’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠsuch ﾠa ﾠphysically ﾠimpressive ﾠand ﾠvisible ﾠresource ﾠ
in ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠnational ﾠsignificance, ﾠmonumentality ﾠand ﾠstate ﾠintervention, ﾠseems ﾠ
to ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠfrequency ﾠand ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠto ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
site, ﾠas ﾠpresented ﾠabove ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3). ﾠIt ﾠappears ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠan ﾠauthoritative ﾠ
resource ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService’s ﾠrelative ﾠabsence ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠallows ﾠ
local ﾠpeople ﾠto ﾠappropriate ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠmore ﾠeasily ﾠand ﾠthus ﾠvisit ﾠmore ﾠoften ﾠin ﾠan ﾠ
improvised, ﾠ leisurely ﾠ way, ﾠ for ﾠ their ﾠ walk ﾠ or ﾠ to ﾠ attend ﾠ an ﾠ event. ﾠ The ﾠ same ﾠ
happens ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠwhere ﾠthe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠas ﾠ
immediately ﾠ felt ﾠ as ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ at ﾠ Delphi. ﾠ In ﾠ the ﾠ latter ﾠ case, ﾠ the ﾠ long ﾠ established ﾠ
function ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpopular ﾠvisitor ﾠattraction ﾠhinders ﾠits ﾠcasual ﾠuse ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠlarger ﾠgroup ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠvisited ﾠ
once ﾠ every ﾠ three ﾠ years ﾠ showed ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.3). ﾠ Additionally, ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠ does ﾠ not ﾠ allow ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ ancient ﾠ theatre ﾠ for ﾠ cultural ﾠ events ﾠ for ﾠ
conservation ﾠreasons. ﾠInstead, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠcomplies ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠformal ﾠ
function ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠvisits ﾠit ﾠmore ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠguests ﾠaround. ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠat ﾠleast ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠtimes ﾠare ﾠchanging. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠongoing ﾠuninterruptedly ﾠsince ﾠ1992. ﾠThe ﾠpresence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠhas ﾠbecome ﾠmore ﾠapparent ﾠsince ﾠrescue ﾠexcavations ﾠstarted ﾠ
taking ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠ1995-ﾭ‐‑6, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠa ﾠtemporary ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea. ﾠ
Members ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠconfirmed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠcontinuation ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠproject ﾠ
year ﾠby ﾠyear ﾠhas ﾠimproved ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠand ﾠ
even ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠa ﾠslight ﾠreduction ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠinitial ﾠresentment ﾠexpressed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7). ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠsaid, ﾠ
people ﾠ are ﾠ getting ﾠ used ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ presence ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ and ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ no ﾠ
longer ﾠ negative ﾠ feelings ﾠ about ﾠ them. ﾠ However, ﾠ since ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ no ﾠ funds ﾠ
available ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfull-ﾭ‐‑time ﾠemployment ﾠof ﾠassociates, ﾠand ﾠindividual ﾠmembers ﾠ
pursue ﾠ careers ﾠ elsewhere, ﾠ this ﾠ connection ﾠ is ﾠ lost ﾠ without ﾠ younger ﾠ associates ﾠ
necessarily ﾠreplacing ﾠthem ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠterms. ﾠThe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠ ﾠ
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who ﾠhave ﾠworked ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠfor ﾠlonger ﾠand ﾠstayed ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠover ﾠlonger ﾠ
stretches ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠwho ﾠare ﾠbetter ﾠknown, ﾠeven ﾠby ﾠname, ﾠespecially ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠshop ﾠowners ﾠand ﾠcurrent ﾠand ﾠformer ﾠworkers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation. ﾠWhen ﾠ
an ﾠarchaeologist ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠcomes ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarea, ﾠthe ﾠprospects ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠlonger, ﾠ
more ﾠfrequent ﾠand ﾠbetter ﾠrelationship ﾠare ﾠimproved, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠ
noted ﾠregarding ﾠits ﾠcurrent ﾠcomposition. ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠmore ﾠoptimistic ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠhave ﾠnow ﾠstarted ﾠto ﾠ
understand ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠdo. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
They ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ know ﾠ what ﾠ an ﾠ excavation ﾠ is ﾠand ﾠ the ﾠ period ﾠwe ﾠ are ﾠ
looking ﾠat. ﾠThey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠunderstand ﾠwhat ﾠwe ﾠare ﾠdoing. ﾠFor ﾠthem ﾠ
everything ﾠwe ﾠfound ﾠwas ﾠstones. ﾠThey ﾠhave ﾠstarted ﾠto ﾠunderstand ﾠ
what ﾠwe ﾠdo, ﾠwhat ﾠwe ﾠare ﾠdoing ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠvillage ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠelevation ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠbut, ﾠeven ﾠmore ﾠgenerally, ﾠas ﾠa ﾠscientific…what ﾠ
the ﾠperiod ﾠwe ﾠare ﾠapproaching ﾠis, ﾠwhat ﾠour ﾠproblems ﾠare, ﾠwhat ﾠwe ﾠ
are ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠthrough ﾠexcavation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠcontribution ﾠof ﾠlongevity ﾠof ﾠa ﾠresearch ﾠprogramme ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠis ﾠeven ﾠclearer ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠKrenides. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠexcavating ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠsince ﾠ1958 ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠwas ﾠactive ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
even ﾠbefore ﾠthat. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavator ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠworking ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠsince ﾠ
the ﾠearly ﾠ1960s. ﾠSystematic ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
work ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEEC ﾠor ﾠa ﾠtour ﾠrun ﾠfor ﾠprimary ﾠschool ﾠfifth-ﾭ‐‑graders ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠFrench ﾠ
team, ﾠare ﾠvery ﾠrecent. ﾠHowever, ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠin ﾠKrenides ﾠdemonstrated ﾠ
a ﾠ close ﾠ relationship ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ site, ﾠ with ﾠ frequent ﾠ visits ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ strong ﾠ sense ﾠ of ﾠ
belonging ﾠand ﾠresponsibilities ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.3 ﾠand ﾠ5.1.5). ﾠAlthough ﾠparticipants ﾠfrom ﾠ
Krenides ﾠ commented ﾠ negatively ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ impression ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site ﾠ and ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ
express ﾠa ﾠvery ﾠpositive ﾠopinion ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠeither ﾠ(see ﾠ5.5), ﾠone ﾠin ﾠ ﾠ
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three ﾠparticipants ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠcollaborate ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
than ﾠhalf ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠbureaucracy ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠinfluence ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠto ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ (see ﾠ 5.1.3). ﾠ These ﾠ results ﾠ suggest ﾠ the ﾠ existence ﾠ of ﾠ an ﾠ uneventful ﾠ
relationship, ﾠ maybe ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ could ﾠ fit ﾠ into ﾠ Sutton’s ﾠ parallelism ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
relationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠas ﾠtectonic ﾠplates ﾠ(see ﾠ
2.2.7). ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠexistence ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsite ﾠmuseum ﾠis ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠa ﾠcommon-ﾭ‐‑sense ﾠstatement ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
acknowledgment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠhistorical ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠa ﾠsite. ﾠIts ﾠabsence ﾠ
is ﾠseen ﾠas ﾠan ﾠexpression ﾠof ﾠ the ﾠstate’s ﾠindifference ﾠand ﾠweakness ﾠto ﾠprovide ﾠ
what ﾠ is ﾠ necessary ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ protection, ﾠ conservation, ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ
interpretation ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ site. ﾠ Additionally, ﾠ a ﾠ museum ﾠ tends ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ regarded ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
necessary ﾠ addition ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ realisation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ potential ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠWhen ﾠit ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities, ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠhow ﾠ
accurately ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠrepresents ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠpast ﾠbut ﾠrather ﾠwhether ﾠit ﾠ
corresponds ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠmodern ﾠmuseum ﾠaesthetics. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠis ﾠ
their ﾠbiggest ﾠproblem ﾠregarding ﾠdeveloping ﾠthe ﾠsignificance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
future. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠ set ﾠup ﾠan ﾠexhibition ﾠspace ﾠadjacent ﾠto ﾠ
their ﾠexcavation ﾠworkshop ﾠonly ﾠthree ﾠyears ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject, ﾠ
locals ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠregard ﾠthis ﾠas ﾠa ﾠ‘proper ﾠmuseum’, ﾠsomething ﾠwhich ﾠthey ﾠmade ﾠ
explicit ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠcomments ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠsurvey. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠreality, ﾠif ﾠone ﾠcompared ﾠthis ﾠdisplay, ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠ
park ﾠ under ﾠ preparation ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ site ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ
interpretation ﾠin ﾠPhilippi, ﾠconsidering ﾠthe ﾠlatter’s ﾠstatus, ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers, ﾠthey ﾠwould ﾠfind ﾠthat ﾠDispilio ﾠhas ﾠadvanced ﾠimmensely ﾠfor ﾠ
its ﾠ18 ﾠyears ﾠof ﾠsystematic ﾠresearch. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum’s ﾠclosure ﾠ
for ﾠ renovation ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi, ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ has ﾠ been ﾠ asking ﾠ for ﾠ a ﾠ ‘real ﾠ ﾠ
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museum’, ﾠ ‘appropriate ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ site’, ﾠ ‘with ﾠ better ﾠ aesthetics ﾠ and ﾠ results ﾠ [sic], ﾠ
bigger ﾠspaces ﾠand ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers’, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
administration. ﾠEven ﾠthe ﾠDirectors ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEphorates ﾠadmitted ﾠthe ﾠneed ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠ
bigger ﾠarchaeological ﾠmuseum, ﾠoutside ﾠthe ﾠboundary ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ
and ﾠ with ﾠ contemporary ﾠ exhibitions; ﾠ a ﾠ common ﾠ demand ﾠ regarding ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠall ﾠover ﾠGreece ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠgreat ﾠexpenditure ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠ unplanned ﾠ foundation ﾠ and ﾠ unsustainable ﾠ operation ﾠ of ﾠ several ﾠ small ﾠ
museums. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠEcomuseum ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwas ﾠthe ﾠsecond ﾠattempt ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠto ﾠpresent ﾠand ﾠ
interpret ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresults ﾠand ﾠinterpretation ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠexhibition ﾠnext ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠworkshop. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠthe ﾠ
most ﾠsuccessful ﾠone ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠconstituted ﾠa ﾠtangible ﾠ
product ﾠwith ﾠpotential ﾠeconomic ﾠbenefit. ﾠ ﾠIndeed, ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠ
remains ﾠ unique ﾠ in ﾠ Greece. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ modern ﾠ in ﾠ perception ﾠ and ﾠ escapes ﾠ the ﾠ
mainstream ﾠ model ﾠ of ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ interpretation ﾠ in ﾠ site ﾠ museums. ﾠ In ﾠ
Dispilio, ﾠeverybody ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠknow ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠno ﾠother ﾠsuch ﾠplace ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ
and ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠin ﾠEurope. ﾠWhether ﾠthey ﾠfeel ﾠproud ﾠabout ﾠit ﾠor ﾠlook ﾠ
down ﾠ on ﾠ it ﾠ with ﾠ contempt ﾠ depends ﾠ on ﾠ their ﾠ overall ﾠ disposition ﾠ towards ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Relevant ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠabove, ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠattracts, ﾠa ﾠ
more ﾠ tangible ﾠ and ﾠ visible ﾠ expression ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ historical ﾠ and ﾠ cultural ﾠ
significance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite, ﾠone ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠcan ﾠperceive ﾠeasily ﾠand ﾠ
use ﾠas ﾠan ﾠargument, ﾠaway ﾠfrom ﾠarchaeological ﾠexplanations. ﾠA ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠ
a ﾠ former ﾠ local ﾠ administration ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ flow ﾠ of ﾠ visitors ﾠ has ﾠ
contributed ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ change ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ locals’ ﾠ opinions ﾠ and ﾠ attitudes ﾠ towards ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ At ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time, ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
administration ﾠare ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠcome ﾠup ﾠwith ﾠways ﾠin ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠeconomy ﾠ ﾠ
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could ﾠbenefit ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠthousands ﾠof ﾠvisitors. ﾠIn ﾠDelphi, ﾠa ﾠfew ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
survey ﾠmentioned ﾠa ﾠclaim ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠto ﾠa ﾠshare ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsite’s ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠmuseum’s ﾠrevenue. ﾠOne ﾠcould ﾠdiscern ﾠan ﾠascending ﾠorder ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrealisation ﾠ
of ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠamong ﾠthe ﾠthree ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠand ﾠ
also ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠthey ﾠclaim ﾠbenefits ﾠfrom ﾠit. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠsignificant ﾠfactors ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠtheoretical ﾠpremises ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtype ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
practiced ﾠon ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠworldview ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠengaged ﾠin ﾠit. ﾠEven ﾠ
the ﾠ personality ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ individuals ﾠ involved ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ project ﾠ may ﾠ influence ﾠ its ﾠ
public ﾠinterface ﾠand ﾠits ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ prehistorian ﾠ with ﾠ particular ﾠ
epistemological ﾠ foundations, ﾠ strongly ﾠ affiliated ﾠ with ﾠ Marxist ﾠ and ﾠ processual ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠHis ﾠapproaches ﾠare ﾠgrounded ﾠmore ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠof ﾠV.G. ﾠChilde ﾠ
and ﾠ on ﾠ anthropological ﾠ perspectives. ﾠ He ﾠ is ﾠ also ﾠ known ﾠ for ﾠ setting ﾠ up ﾠ the ﾠ
Neolithic ﾠ exhibition ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museum ﾠ of ﾠ Volos ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ 1970s, ﾠa  ﾠ
distinctive ﾠ exhibition ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ interpretative ﾠ media ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
contextualisation ﾠof ﾠexhibits ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2006: ﾠ82). ﾠHe ﾠhas ﾠdeveloped ﾠover ﾠ
the ﾠ years ﾠ a ﾠ corpus ﾠ of ﾠ writings ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ publicising ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
necessity ﾠof ﾠmuseology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠseparate ﾠdiscipline. ﾠHe ﾠalso ﾠhas ﾠa ﾠdistinguished ﾠ
record ﾠof ﾠefforts ﾠto ﾠfound ﾠnew ﾠjournals ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdissemination ﾠof ﾠanthropological ﾠ
approaches. ﾠOne ﾠcould ﾠsay ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠa ﾠtypical ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologist! ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Although ﾠa ﾠdetailed ﾠapproach ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠresearch ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwould ﾠrequire ﾠ
further ﾠresearch, ﾠoverall, ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠproject ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠ
reflect ﾠthis ﾠparticular ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist’s ﾠworldview ﾠand ﾠphilosophy. ﾠThe ﾠ
project ﾠhas ﾠengaged ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠassociates ﾠin ﾠall ﾠrelevant ﾠfields ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeological ﾠscience ﾠover ﾠthe ﾠyears. ﾠAssociates ﾠenjoy ﾠa ﾠdegree ﾠof ﾠfreedom ﾠ
within ﾠthe ﾠgeneral ﾠscope ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠproject. ﾠThey ﾠalso ﾠcontribute ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfurthering ﾠof ﾠ ﾠ
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the ﾠ education ﾠ of ﾠ younger ﾠ generations ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ during ﾠ a ﾠ summer ﾠ
‘Excavation ﾠ School’ ﾠ (Hourmouziadis ﾠ 2008), ﾠ during ﾠ which ﾠ students ﾠ attend ﾠ
lectures ﾠon ﾠcutting ﾠedge ﾠresearch ﾠmainly ﾠregarding ﾠDispilio. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
The ﾠabove ﾠhave ﾠinformed ﾠthe ﾠefforts ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠhas ﾠundertaken ﾠto ﾠpublicise ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation’s ﾠ results ﾠ (see ﾠ 4.2.3). ﾠ The ﾠ representative ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ former ﾠ local ﾠ
administration ﾠ said ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ efforts ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ team ﾠ to ﾠ come ﾠ into ﾠ
contact ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ have ﾠ also ﾠ helped ﾠ people ﾠ change ﾠ attitude. ﾠ
However, ﾠhe ﾠsaid, ﾠlocals ﾠhave ﾠbigger ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠimmediate ﾠproblems, ﾠreferring ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠcrisis ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠ(see ﾠ4.2.1 ﾠand ﾠ5.1.4), ﾠand ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠwhy ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠ
express ﾠan ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠfew ﾠparticipants ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠemphasised ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist ﾠis ﾠa ﾠ
twice-ﾭ‐‑elected ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠparliament, ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠCommunist ﾠParty. ﾠ
They ﾠ referred ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ his ﾠ project ﾠ has ﾠ received ﾠ grants ﾠ from ﾠ CSFs. ﾠ
Considering ﾠthe ﾠpredominantly ﾠconservative ﾠcharacter ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠprefecture ﾠ
of ﾠKastoria, ﾠan ﾠarea ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠborder ﾠwith ﾠAlbania, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠacute ﾠeconomic ﾠ
and ﾠsocial ﾠproblems ﾠit ﾠis ﾠfaced ﾠwith, ﾠone ﾠcan ﾠunderstand ﾠwhy ﾠthere ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠ
some ﾠcriticism. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ himself ﾠ often ﾠ uses ﾠ an ﾠ anecdote ﾠ to ﾠ illustrate ﾠ his ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
project’s ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ most ﾠ conservative ﾠ quarters ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch ﾠand ﾠhis ﾠsupporters ﾠ(see ﾠ5.1.7). ﾠ
On ﾠthe ﾠfirst ﾠday ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch ﾠarrived ﾠ
at ﾠ the ﾠ trenches ﾠ obviously ﾠ upset. ﾠ When ﾠ he ﾠ asked ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ why ﾠ they ﾠ
started ﾠworking ﾠwithout ﾠwaiting ﾠfor ﾠhis ﾠblessing, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist ﾠreplied ﾠto ﾠ
him ﾠthat ﾠMarx ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠwork ﾠwas ﾠblessed ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠhands ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠworkers. ﾠOne ﾠ
realises ﾠthat ﾠneither ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠrelationship ﾠhas ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠ‘build ﾠbridges’. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 337 ﾠ
At ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠissues ﾠof ﾠpersonality ﾠcome ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠAs ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠsaid ﾠabout ﾠhimself ﾠ‘it ﾠis ﾠtrue ﾠI ﾠam ﾠa ﾠlittle ﾠintroverted, ﾠlet ﾠ
me ﾠsay, ﾠbut ﾠI ﾠam ﾠnot, ﾠI ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠcreate ﾠmany ﾠrelationships’. ﾠAnother ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠremembered ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠinitial ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠused ﾠto ﾠsocialize ﾠmore ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠThey ﾠ
were ﾠgoing ﾠout ﾠmore ﾠand ﾠmingling ﾠsocially ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠwhile ﾠnow ﾠthe ﾠwhole ﾠ
team ﾠis ﾠentrenched ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpremises ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠworkshop. ﾠ
Younger ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ mentioned ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ survey ﾠ an ﾠ
archaeology ﾠstudent ﾠwho ﾠused ﾠto ﾠplay ﾠbasketball ﾠwith ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠcontrast, ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠPhilippi, ﾠa ﾠhistorical ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠis ﾠ
more ﾠ traditional ﾠ in ﾠ his ﾠ approach ﾠ to ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ management. ﾠ He ﾠ
maintains ﾠa ﾠsmall ﾠteam, ﾠincluding ﾠa ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠregular ﾠassociates, ﾠmainly ﾠhis ﾠ
own ﾠstudents, ﾠthough ﾠwithout ﾠrejecting ﾠcollaboration ﾠwith ﾠother ﾠresearchers. ﾠ
He ﾠenjoys ﾠsocialising ﾠwith ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocals, ﾠespecially ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠhe ﾠhas ﾠknown ﾠ
for ﾠa ﾠlong ﾠtime, ﾠover ﾠa ﾠlight ﾠdinner ﾠat ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtavernas ﾠin ﾠKrenides. ﾠAmong ﾠ
them, ﾠ he ﾠ maintains ﾠ a ﾠ simple ﾠ manner ﾠ though ﾠ without ﾠ compromising ﾠ his ﾠ
perception ﾠof ﾠhis ﾠprofessorial ﾠstatus. ﾠObviously, ﾠsocial ﾠengagement ﾠis ﾠone ﾠthing ﾠ
and ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠanother. ﾠBut ﾠone ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠwonder ﾠif ﾠthe ﾠ
former ﾠis ﾠa ﾠprerequisite ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠand ﾠwhether ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠcan ﾠexist ﾠwithout ﾠthe ﾠ
former. ﾠAs ﾠStroulia ﾠbelieves, ﾠarchaeologists ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠshow ﾠan ﾠinterest ﾠin ﾠpeople’s ﾠ
present ﾠlives ﾠto ﾠattract ﾠtheir ﾠattention ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠeventually ﾠbridge ﾠthe ﾠgap ﾠ
between ﾠarchaeologists ﾠand ﾠlocals ﾠ(Stroulia ﾠ2002). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
The ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠmass ﾠmedia ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublicisation ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwas ﾠonly ﾠmentioned ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠDispilio. ﾠAgain ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠmainly ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwho ﾠ
stated ﾠ his ﾠ belief ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ usefulness. ﾠ It ﾠ is ﾠ true ﾠ that ﾠ he ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ particularly ﾠ media ﾠ
friendly ﾠarchaeologist. ﾠHe ﾠhas ﾠappeared ﾠon ﾠTV ﾠmany ﾠtimes, ﾠhe ﾠmaintained ﾠa ﾠ
radio ﾠprogramme ﾠregarding ﾠarchaeology, ﾠlater ﾠpublished ﾠas ﾠa ﾠbook. ﾠHe ﾠcited ﾠ ﾠ
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Andronikos, ﾠthe ﾠexcavator ﾠof ﾠVergina, ﾠas ﾠan ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwho ﾠ
never ﾠturned ﾠdown ﾠan ﾠinvitation ﾠto ﾠtalk ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠfindings ﾠof ﾠVergina. ﾠ
He ﾠconcluded, ﾠhowever, ﾠthat ﾠoverall ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠwilling ﾠto ﾠ
pursue ﾠa ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠmass ﾠmedia ﾠthemselves, ﾠalthough ﾠthey ﾠrespond ﾠ
positively ﾠwhen ﾠjournalists ﾠapproach ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Similar ﾠ factors ﾠ come ﾠ to ﾠ play ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ state ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ who ﾠ are ﾠ
additionally ﾠinfluenced ﾠby ﾠtheir ﾠduties ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠ
position ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ system. ﾠ For ﾠ instance, ﾠ the ﾠ perspectives ﾠ and ﾠ attitudes ﾠ of ﾠ state ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠchange ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhether ﾠthey ﾠwork ﾠfor ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠor ﾠa ﾠlocal ﾠ
service. ﾠThe ﾠformer ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠinfluenced ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠsupervisory ﾠand ﾠadministrative ﾠ
duties ﾠof ﾠa ﾠcentral ﾠservice ﾠwhile ﾠthe ﾠlatter ﾠare ﾠmore ﾠin ﾠtouch ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠground ﾠoperation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠ consistent ﾠ feature ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ discourse ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ top-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠ
approach ﾠtaken ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠThis ﾠapproach ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠstem ﾠ
from ﾠ the ﾠ professional ﾠ identity ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ To ﾠ develop ﾠ this ﾠ discussion ﾠ
further ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ5.3), ﾠthe ﾠaccepted ﾠnecessity ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ heritage ﾠ constitutes ﾠ a ﾠ central ﾠ element ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ
professional ﾠidentity ﾠand ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠapproach ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities; ﾠa ﾠsolid ﾠbelief ﾠ
in ﾠthis ﾠjustification ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠcause ﾠin ﾠturn ﾠprotects ﾠthe ﾠcore ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠexistence ﾠfrom ﾠ
‘unnecessary’ ﾠ challenges, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ question ﾠ why ﾠ is ﾠ heritage ﾠ protected? ﾠT h e  ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠ
are ﾠalways ﾠinterested ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠpast. ﾠA ﾠdirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate ﾠbelieved ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠ
interest ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠis ﾠ
rising ﾠbecause ﾠ‘…the ﾠinterest ﾠone ﾠmust ﾠ[sic] ﾠhave ﾠin ﾠculture ﾠis ﾠbeing ﾠrealised ﾠ[by ﾠ
them]’. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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Their ﾠ firm ﾠ belief ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ ‘undeniable’ ﾠ value ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ heritage, ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ writing ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ Andronikos ﾠ mentioned ﾠ in ﾠ
Kokkinidou ﾠ 2005: ﾠ 26-ﾭ‐‑7), ﾠ results ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ somewhat ﾠ patronising ﾠ attitude ﾠ by ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠThe ﾠmost ﾠcommon ﾠexpression ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠ
self-ﾭ‐‑flattering ﾠ way ﾠ with ﾠ which ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ refer ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ as ﾠ
something ﾠso ﾠdifficult ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠrequires ﾠa ﾠgreat ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠmake ﾠit ﾠ‘well ﾠreceived ﾠand ﾠ
understood’ ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ general ﾠ and ﾠ ‘ignorant’ ﾠ public. ﾠ Indeed, ﾠ this ﾠ attitude ﾠ in ﾠ
combination ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠwill, ﾠinterest ﾠor ﾠability ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠto ﾠ
explain ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠreasons ﾠwhy ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnecessary ﾠin ﾠa ﾠsimple ﾠmanner ﾠhas ﾠ
resulted ﾠin ﾠarchaeology ﾠbeing ﾠregarded ﾠas ﾠan ﾠincomprehensible ﾠand ﾠspecialised ﾠ
discipline, ﾠ of ﾠ no ﾠ broader ﾠ interest ﾠ to ﾠ lay ﾠ people ﾠ (see ﾠ the ﾠ comments ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠdifficulties ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
non-ﾭ‐‑expert, ﾠabove). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
As ﾠa ﾠconsequence, ﾠpeople ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠimplications ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
work ﾠand ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠmisinformation ﾠand ﾠ
false ﾠassumptions. ﾠParticipants ﾠwho ﾠmaintained ﾠsuch ﾠmisconceptions ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠ
‘most ﾠ[of ﾠthe ﾠfinds] ﾠdon’t ﾠbecome ﾠpublic’, ﾠ‘they ﾠhide ﾠthe ﾠimportant ﾠones’, ﾠ‘they ﾠ
go ﾠelsewhere’, ﾠand ﾠ‘they ﾠsell ﾠthem’, ﾠechoing ﾠperceptions ﾠoften ﾠencountered ﾠeven ﾠ
among ﾠvisitors ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2009: ﾠ212). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
People ﾠ also ﾠ confuse ﾠ university ﾠ excavations ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ
thus ﾠholding ﾠresearch ﾠaccountable ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠconsequences ﾠof ﾠstate ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
management ﾠ regulations; ﾠ reluctance, ﾠ fear, ﾠ suspicion, ﾠ and ﾠ opposition ﾠ to ﾠ
perceived ﾠimpediments ﾠto ﾠdevelopment ﾠ(for ﾠthe ﾠdifferentiation ﾠbetween ﾠstate ﾠ
and ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologists ﾠin ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions, ﾠsee ﾠHamilakis ﾠ2007). ﾠThe ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠa ﾠformer ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠinitial ﾠ
negative ﾠ reactions ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ were ﾠ a ﾠ result ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ fear ﾠ that ﾠ archaeology ﾠ
would ﾠtake ﾠtheir ﾠfields ﾠaway. ﾠThen ﾠthey ﾠrealised ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠaim ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeological ﾠteam. ﾠHowever, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam, ﾠas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠ
admitted, ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠemphasised ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠproject ﾠis ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠauspices ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠAristotle ﾠUniversity ﾠof ﾠThessaloniki ﾠenough, ﾠa ﾠtactic ﾠused ﾠin ﾠPhilippi. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠfurther ﾠmisconceptions ﾠregard ﾠauthority ﾠover ﾠurban ﾠplanning ﾠand ﾠland ﾠ
use ﾠrestrictions. ﾠAlthough ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠEnvironment, ﾠEnergy ﾠand ﾠClimatic ﾠ
Change ﾠ is ﾠ largely ﾠ responsible ﾠ for ﾠ these ﾠ areas, ﾠ people ﾠ hold ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
accountable, ﾠas ﾠcomments ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠdemonstrated ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠ
Herzfeld ﾠ1991). ﾠIt ﾠbecomes ﾠclear ﾠthat ﾠarchaeologists ﾠneed ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠmore ﾠexplicit ﾠ
about ﾠ their ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ what ﾠ it ﾠ entails ﾠ to ﾠ achieve ﾠ a ﾠ better ﾠ relationship ﾠ and ﾠ
understanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities; ﾠreaching ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠconclusion ﾠas ﾠStone ﾠ
regarding ﾠsharing ﾠ‘the ﾠwork, ﾠits ﾠexcitement ﾠand ﾠits ﾠconclusions ﾠin ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑jargon ﾠ
verbosity’ ﾠ(see ﾠ1.10). ﾠ
 ﾠ
However, ﾠeven ﾠwhen ﾠit ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠnot ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠ
conservation, ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ are ﾠ critical ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ people, ﾠ their ﾠ cultural ﾠ
identity ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠappearance ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠsettlements. ﾠThe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠ
Philippi ﾠ cited ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ of ﾠ Olympia ﾠ and ﾠ Delphi ﾠ as ﾠ examples ﾠ of ﾠ
locals ﾠwho ﾠlove ﾠtheir ﾠsites ﾠa ﾠlot ﾠ‘because ﾠthey ﾠknow ﾠthat ﾠthanks ﾠto ﾠDelphi ﾠthey ﾠ
are ﾠ there ﾠ and ﾠ they ﾠ live ﾠ better’ ﾠ and ﾠ compared ﾠ them ﾠ to ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ asking ﾠ
condescendingly ﾠ  ﾠ ‘do ﾠ you ﾠ know, ﾠ if ﾠ people ﾠ loved ﾠ this ﾠ place, ﾠ how ﾠ [different] ﾠ
things ﾠwould ﾠbe?’ ﾠHe ﾠalso ﾠdoubted ﾠif ﾠthe ﾠschools ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠever ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠsite ﾠ
and ﾠif ﾠthey ﾠdo, ﾠwhether ﾠtheir ﾠteachers ﾠare ﾠwell ﾠprepared ﾠto ﾠtake ﾠtheir ﾠstudents ﾠ
around. ﾠAlthough ﾠsome ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠissues ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠraised ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠthesis ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠit ﾠ
is ﾠaddressing ﾠthis ﾠcondescending ﾠand ﾠpatronising ﾠway ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthat ﾠ
potentially ﾠcan ﾠmake ﾠall ﾠthe ﾠdifference ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlong ﾠrun. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠtalked ﾠextensively ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠidentity ﾠ
that ﾠ he ﾠ believed ﾠ archaeology ﾠ can ﾠ contribute ﾠ to ﾠ local ﾠ communities. ﾠ He ﾠ was ﾠ ﾠ
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particularly ﾠ critical ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠfairs, ﾠ “the ﾠ ‘top’ ﾠ cultural ﾠ event” ﾠ in ﾠ provincial ﾠ
areas ﾠ(see ﾠalso ﾠHourmouziadis ﾠ2002: ﾠ11 ﾠregarding ﾠsocial ﾠlife). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠend, ﾠhe ﾠ
admitted ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ always ﾠ recognise ﾠ this ﾠ potential ﾠ for ﾠ identity ﾠ
formation. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠpast, ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠreacted ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpublication ﾠof ﾠ
a ﾠlocal ﾠhistory ﾠand ﾠfolklore ﾠbook ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠteam ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠteachers ﾠhad ﾠprepared ﾠfor ﾠ
the ﾠCultural ﾠAssociation. ﾠThe ﾠobjection ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠwork ﾠit ﾠ
included ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠof ﾠhigh ﾠquality ﾠand ﾠmay ﾠalso ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠrelated ﾠto ﾠa ﾠsketchy ﾠ
depiction ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠsettlement ﾠwith ﾠprehistoric ﾠpeoples. ﾠAdmittedly, ﾠthis ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠ
local ﾠ effort ﾠ with ﾠ no ﾠ wider ﾠ potential, ﾠ as ﾠ clearly ﾠ stated ﾠ in ﾠ its ﾠ Introduction ﾠ
(Cultural ﾠAssociation ﾠ1994: ﾠ5-ﾭ‐‑7). ﾠIn ﾠthe ﾠend, ﾠthe ﾠCultural ﾠAssociation ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
circulate ﾠthe ﾠbook. ﾠHowever, ﾠparticipants ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠremembered ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠ
and ﾠregistered ﾠit ﾠas ﾠa ﾠdemonstration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam’s ﾠintellectual ﾠpatronage ﾠover ﾠ
them. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠsupport ﾠthem, ﾠa ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠFriends ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠLake ﾠ
Settlement ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ mentioned ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ were ﾠ the ﾠ only ﾠ ones ﾠ
who ﾠsupported ﾠand ﾠworked ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfoundation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmuseum. ﾠHowever, ﾠthis ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠprecisely ﾠthat ﾠeven ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠteam ﾠhad ﾠset ﾠits ﾠ
goals ﾠirrespective ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity’s ﾠconcerns ﾠand ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠ
as ﾠ authorities ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ subject ﾠ felt ﾠ was ﾠ fitting. ﾠ Of ﾠ course, ﾠ their ﾠ views ﾠ have ﾠ
influenced ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity. ﾠDuring ﾠthe ﾠsurveys, ﾠsome ﾠlocals ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠwhat ﾠ
they ﾠ want ﾠ now ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ museum ﾠ and ﾠ this ﾠ appears ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ because ﾠ of ﾠ what ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠhave ﾠsaid ﾠalready. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Members ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠwere ﾠextremely ﾠcritical ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠ
community’s ﾠcharacter. ﾠThey ﾠcalled ﾠthe ﾠvillage ﾠ‘ugly’ ﾠand ﾠdrew ﾠcomparisons ﾠto ﾠ
traditional ﾠ village ﾠ planning: ﾠ a ﾠ main ﾠ square ﾠ and ﾠ a ﾠ coffee ﾠ shop ﾠ under ﾠ a ﾠ tree ﾠ ﾠ
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would ﾠ definitely ﾠ attract ﾠ more ﾠv i s i t o r s .  ﾠThey ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ critical ﾠ and ﾠ
condescending ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠlocals ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠactively ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠimprove ﾠ
their ﾠeconomic ﾠcondition ﾠby ﾠopening ﾠattractive ﾠshops ﾠto ﾠkeep ﾠvisitors ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
for ﾠlonger. ﾠThey ﾠwere, ﾠhowever, ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity’s ﾠdifficulties ﾠand ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠ‘acute ﾠeconomic ﾠand ﾠsocial ﾠproblems’, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠreferred ﾠ
to ﾠthem. ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠdescribed ﾠthe ﾠcommunity ﾠas ﾠ‘peripheral ﾠand ﾠmarginal’. ﾠ
However, ﾠonly ﾠtwo ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠ
communities ﾠthrough ﾠthe ﾠperspective ﾠof ﾠlife ﾠin ﾠrural ﾠMacedonia ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠtwentieth ﾠ
century. ﾠHowever, ﾠeven ﾠthis ﾠperspective ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠsoften ﾠtheir ﾠcriticism. ﾠInstead, ﾠ
they ﾠdevised ﾠways ﾠto ﾠchange ﾠthis ﾠby ﾠturning ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠclose ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠinto ﾠ‘the ﾠ
square ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠmissing’. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Perceptions ﾠ that ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ hold ﾠ for ﾠ themselves, ﾠ rightly ﾠ or ﾠwrongly, ﾠ and ﾠ
some ﾠtimes ﾠare ﾠshared ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠwell ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2009: ﾠ217) ﾠreinforce ﾠ
their ﾠ attitude ﾠ towards ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ and, ﾠ more ﾠ specifically, ﾠ local ﾠ communities. ﾠ ﾠ
Such ﾠ is ﾠ the ﾠ notion ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ working ﾠ at ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ expense, ﾠ a ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑
sacrificing ﾠprofession ﾠwith ﾠminimum ﾠreturns. ﾠThe ﾠHead ﾠof ﾠa ﾠDirectorate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
Ministry ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠalthough ﾠmany ﾠthings ﾠare ﾠbeing ﾠdone ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfield, ﾠ‘only ﾠthe ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠknows ﾠwith ﾠhow ﾠmuch ﾠeffort’. ﾠOther ﾠrelevant ﾠphrases ﾠthat ﾠoften ﾠ
came ﾠ up ﾠ were ﾠ the ﾠ ‘struggle’ ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ‘zeal’ ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ to ﾠ protect ﾠ
antiquities. ﾠ A ﾠ member ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ excavation ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ could ﾠ not ﾠ stress ﾠ
enough ﾠthe ﾠhard ﾠwork ﾠshe ﾠhad ﾠput ﾠin ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠsacrifices ﾠshe ﾠhad ﾠmade. ﾠShe ﾠ
believed ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠhad ﾠrealised ﾠher ﾠdevotion ﾠand ﾠcommitment, ﾠ
had ﾠacknowledged ﾠit ﾠand ﾠrespected ﾠher ﾠfor ﾠthis. ﾠ ﾠThese ﾠstatements ﾠrepresent ﾠa ﾠ
reality ﾠ regarding ﾠ the ﾠ current ﾠ conditions ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management ﾠ and ﾠ
research. ﾠHowever, ﾠmost ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠtime, ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠmisused ﾠto ﾠjustify ﾠand ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑justify ﾠ
the ﾠright ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘noble’ ﾠarchaeologist ﾠto ﾠimpose ﾠhis ﾠor ﾠher ﾠwill; ﾠplaying ﾠup ﾠthe ﾠ
top-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠapproach ﾠ(on ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑justification ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠalso ﾠsee ﾠ
Herzfeld ﾠ1991). ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ 343 ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠapproach ﾠarchaeologists ﾠtake ﾠtowards ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠ
based ﾠon ﾠanother, ﾠcontradictory ﾠelement ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠprofessional ﾠidentity. ﾠApart ﾠ
from ﾠauthority ﾠdrawn ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠlong ﾠyears ﾠ of ﾠstudies ﾠand ﾠspecialisation ﾠand ﾠ
legislative ﾠpremises, ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare ﾠalso ﾠaware ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠweakness ﾠin ﾠ
comparison ﾠto ﾠinterests ﾠthat ﾠenjoy ﾠpolitical ﾠsupport. ﾠThis ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠgenerate ﾠa ﾠ
sense ﾠof ﾠbetrayal ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠderived ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠfirst ﾠof ﾠall, ﾠthe ﾠ
political ﾠ powers ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ respect ﾠ the ﾠ law ﾠ and ﾠ they ﾠ undermine ﾠ them ﾠt h r o u g h  ﾠ
under-ﾭ‐‑funding, ﾠconflicting ﾠlegislation ﾠand ﾠad ﾠhoc ﾠdecisions ﾠregarding ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠ
considered ﾠ as ﾠ more ﾠ relevant ﾠ to ﾠ economy, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ development ﾠ and ﾠ tourism ﾠ
infrastructure ﾠworks. ﾠTherefore ﾠarchaeologists ﾠcling ﾠtightly ﾠonto ﾠas ﾠmuch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
state ﾠpower ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhave, ﾠespecially ﾠwhen ﾠit ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠweaker ﾠlinks ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
chain, ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠindividual ﾠproperty ﾠrights ﾠor ﾠlocal ﾠadministration. ﾠThis ﾠbecame ﾠ
clearly ﾠobvious ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠ differentiated ﾠ state ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ state ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
political ﾠleadership ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠin ﾠan ﾠeffort ﾠto ﾠdeny ﾠ
responsibility ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ condition ﾠ of ﾠ Greek ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ even ﾠ though ﾠ state ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠconstitute ﾠits ﾠmain ﾠand ﾠprimary ﾠbody. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠ perception ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ about ﾠ archaeology, ﾠ admittedly ﾠ a ﾠ
decreasing ﾠone ﾠas ﾠgenerations ﾠpass, ﾠis ﾠ the ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠalmighty ﾠarchaeologist ﾠ
who ﾠcan ﾠdo ﾠeverything ﾠby ﾠhim ﾠor ﾠherself. ﾠ ﾠTherefore ﾠa ﾠstate ﾠor ﾠa ﾠuniversity ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠ is ﾠ expected ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ just ﾠ as ﾠ well ﾠ qualified ﾠ to ﾠ excavate, ﾠ research, ﾠ
publish, ﾠ curate ﾠ exhibitions, ﾠ and ﾠ communicate ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ public, ﾠ without ﾠ any ﾠ
further ﾠspecialisation. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhas ﾠonly ﾠrecently ﾠrecognised ﾠ
the ﾠneed ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠspecialisations, ﾠi.e. ﾠmuseum ﾠstudies. ﾠEven ﾠmore ﾠrecent ﾠfields ﾠ
of ﾠ specialisation ﾠ bring ﾠ in ﾠ holistic ﾠ management ﾠ and ﾠ planning ﾠ approaches, ﾠ
including ﾠ evaluations. ﾠ However, ﾠ the ﾠ Ministry ﾠ has ﾠ not ﾠ yet ﾠ recognised ﾠ their ﾠ
distinctive ﾠ role ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management. ﾠ This ﾠ inadaptability ﾠ and ﾠ ﾠ
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inflexibility ﾠ has ﾠ resulted ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ lack ﾠ of ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑reflection ﾠ and ﾠ evaluation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists’ ﾠ work ﾠ starting ﾠ from ﾠ the ﾠ fundamental ﾠ question ﾠ of ﾠ why ﾠ do ﾠ we ﾠ
protect?, ﾠas ﾠdiscussed ﾠabove, ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠpurpose ﾠand ﾠeffectiveness ﾠof ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠ
decisions ﾠand ﾠactions. ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠconsequences ﾠof ﾠthis ﾠattitude ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠfailure ﾠto ﾠ
be ﾠin ﾠposition ﾠto ﾠappreciate ﾠand ﾠimprove ﾠpublic ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrestrictions ﾠ
and ﾠregulations ﾠnecessary ﾠto ﾠprotect ﾠand ﾠconserve ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Moments ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑reflection ﾠ and ﾠ self-ﾭ‐‑criticism ﾠ were ﾠ scarce ﾠ
throughout ﾠthe ﾠinterviews ﾠconducted ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject. ﾠEven ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ excavation ﾠ team ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ rhetorically ﾠ ‘scratched’ ﾠ the ﾠ surface ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
question ﾠof ﾠprotection, ﾠnot ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠsaw ﾠit ﾠas ﾠnecessary ﾠto ﾠconsider ﾠit, ﾠbut ﾠin ﾠ
order ﾠ to ﾠ emphasise ﾠ the ﾠ difference ﾠ between ﾠ them, ﾠ the ﾠ ‘rich ﾠ hobbyists’, ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ
phrase ﾠused ﾠto ﾠdemonstrate ﾠexactly ﾠhow ﾠunnecessary ﾠthe ﾠquestion ﾠis, ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠcommunity, ﾠwho ﾠcan ﾠonly ﾠperceive ﾠvisible ﾠand ﾠtangible ﾠreasons ﾠbehind ﾠthe ﾠ
effort ﾠto ﾠprotect. ﾠAn ﾠunquestioned ﾠbelief ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnecessity ﾠto ﾠprotect ﾠand ﾠconserve ﾠ
as ﾠgranted ﾠconstitutes ﾠthe ﾠbasis ﾠfor ﾠall ﾠtheir ﾠassumptions ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠworld. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠtended ﾠto ﾠraise ﾠquestions ﾠrelating ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠpeople’s ﾠstance ﾠ
towards ﾠ them ﾠ while ﾠ they ﾠ rarely ﾠ considered ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ stance ﾠ towards ﾠ local ﾠ
people. ﾠThey ﾠcomplained ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠpeople ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠparticipate ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠevents ﾠ
and ﾠstressed ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠimpossible ﾠfor ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠparticipate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcommunity’s ﾠlife ﾠ
either ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠtime ﾠconstraints ﾠand ﾠworkload ﾠor ﾠbecause ﾠof ﾠpresumed ﾠsocial ﾠ
incompatibility. ﾠThey ﾠseemed ﾠnot ﾠto ﾠrealise ﾠhow ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑absorbed ﾠthey ﾠwere. ﾠOf ﾠ
course, ﾠsome ﾠclarified ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠsee, ﾠor ﾠone ﾠmight ﾠadd, ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠwant ﾠto ﾠ
see, ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠin ﾠcommon ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠand ﾠhow ﾠthey ﾠcould ﾠcome ﾠcloser. ﾠ
They ﾠdescribed ﾠtheir ﾠcommunication ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠas ﾠone ﾠof ﾠ‘co-ﾭ‐‑
habitation’. ﾠMost ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠconsidered ﾠtheir ﾠwork ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠof ﾠ
economic, ﾠsocial ﾠand ﾠcultural ﾠconditions. ﾠIn ﾠKrenides, ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeologist ﾠwas ﾠcritical ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠoperated ﾠand ﾠ
shaped ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities, ﾠhe ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
mention ﾠanything ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠteam. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ according ﾠ to ﾠ all ﾠ the ﾠ members ﾠ interviewed, ﾠ what ﾠ seems ﾠ to ﾠ have ﾠ
contributed ﾠ positively ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ locals, ﾠ for ﾠ instance, ﾠ the ﾠ
Ecomuseum, ﾠis ﾠtheir ﾠwork. ﾠWhat ﾠwas ﾠcounterproductive ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠunconnected ﾠ
factor. ﾠThe ﾠbad ﾠstart ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠwas ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠalmost ﾠexclusively ﾠdue ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch. ﾠThe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠwas ﾠ
a ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠactivities ﾠ— ﾠor ﾠlack ﾠthereof ﾠ— ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration. ﾠThe ﾠ
lack ﾠ of ﾠ other ﾠ developmental ﾠ initiatives ﾠ was ﾠ blamed ﾠ on ﾠ individuals ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
nature ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠThe ﾠreason ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠplay ﾠa ﾠbigger ﾠrole ﾠ
was ﾠa ﾠresult ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠmoney. ﾠThe ﾠreason ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠprimary ﾠschool ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠ
visit ﾠmore ﾠoften ﾠwas ﾠblamed ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠstaff. ﾠThe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠattendance ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
public ﾠevents ﾠthey ﾠorganised ﾠwas ﾠattributed ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠinterest. ﾠNo ﾠ
one ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠhandled ﾠthese ﾠissues, ﾠ
or ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠmight ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠpartly ﾠresponsible. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠstance ﾠtowards ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠdevised ﾠan ﾠexplanation ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠbased ﾠon ﾠone ﾠfactor; ﾠthe ﾠ
economic ﾠone. ﾠMore ﾠthan ﾠone ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠwhoever ﾠachieved ﾠ
economic ﾠbenefit ﾠhad ﾠa ﾠbetter ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthem. ﾠThe ﾠrest, ﾠmaybe ﾠbecause ﾠ
they ﾠhad ﾠhigh ﾠexpectations, ﾠwere ﾠeither ﾠnegative ﾠor ﾠindifferent. ﾠSome, ﾠwho ﾠhad ﾠ
not ﾠ benefitted ﾠin ﾠ any ﾠway, ﾠ just ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ care. ﾠ However ﾠ this ﾠ analysis ﾠis ﾠ over-ﾭ‐‑
simplistic, ﾠand ﾠonly ﾠpartly ﾠconsiders ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry ﾠ
decline ﾠand ﾠlimits ﾠa ﾠwider ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠpossible ﾠthat ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠattribute ﾠto ﾠeconomic ﾠbenefit ﾠis, ﾠin ﾠfact, ﾠan ﾠeffect ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠ necessity ﾠ of ﾠ personal ﾠ contact ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ consequent ﾠ formation ﾠ of ﾠ more ﾠ ﾠ
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informed ﾠopinions ﾠon ﾠwho ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠare ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠthey ﾠdid ﾠthat ﾠwould ﾠ
break ﾠdown ﾠthe ﾠstereotypes ﾠand ﾠlead ﾠto ﾠa ﾠbetter ﾠrelationship. ﾠAnother ﾠmember ﾠ
emphasised ﾠthis ﾠby ﾠsaying ﾠthat ﾠ‘at ﾠleast ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠwe ﾠare ﾠin ﾠimmediate ﾠ
contact ﾠwith, ﾠeither ﾠthe ﾠworkers ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠ neighbourhood’ ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠwas ﾠ
good. ﾠ It ﾠ might ﾠ also ﾠ be ﾠ an ﾠ effect ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ people ﾠ who ﾠ have ﾠ derived ﾠ
economic ﾠbenefits ﾠwere ﾠmainly ﾠthose ﾠwho ﾠran ﾠbusinesses ﾠand ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠreason, ﾠ
possibly ﾠwere ﾠmore ﾠopen ﾠto ﾠfurthering ﾠtheir ﾠfield ﾠof ﾠaction ﾠand ﾠengaging ﾠwith ﾠ
external ﾠ agents. ﾠ These ﾠ features, ﾠ inherent ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ personal ﾠ and ﾠ professional ﾠ
identities, ﾠsubsequently ﾠmade ﾠthem ﾠmore ﾠpositive ﾠto ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Despite ﾠthe ﾠabove ﾠtheory ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠfactor ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship, ﾠa ﾠ
member ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠlocals ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠpay ﾠto ﾠenter ﾠas ﾠ‘a ﾠ
decision ﾠwithout ﾠmeaning’. ﾠAnd ﾠit ﾠis ﾠtrue, ﾠbecause ﾠshe ﾠprioritised ﾠpresentation ﾠ
and ﾠinterpretation. ﾠIf ﾠshe ﾠhad ﾠexamined ﾠthe ﾠperception ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠpeople, ﾠshe ﾠ
might ﾠhave ﾠrealised ﾠthat ﾠvery ﾠfew ﾠwould ﾠhave ﾠvisited ﾠthe ﾠEcomuseum ﾠso ﾠfar, ﾠif ﾠ
there ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠan ﾠentrance ﾠfee. ﾠNeedless ﾠto ﾠsay, ﾠshe ﾠdid ﾠnot ﾠeven ﾠmention ﾠthe ﾠ
ethical ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠentrance ﾠfees ﾠto ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠTherefore, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
team ﾠapplied ﾠa ﾠselective ﾠconsideration ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠto ﾠexplain ﾠthe ﾠ
factors ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠshaped ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthem. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠaddition ﾠnone ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠteam ﾠin ﾠDispilio ﾠconsidered ﾠthe ﾠways ﾠin ﾠ
which ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠattempted ﾠto ﾠreach ﾠout ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠnoteworthy ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠhis ﾠpublic ﾠspeech ﾠactually ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠboredom ﾠ
and ﾠ incomprehensibility ﾠ as ﾠ an ﾠ expected ﾠ feature ﾠ of ﾠ any ﾠ archaeological ﾠ talk. ﾠ
Taking ﾠthese ﾠtwo ﾠobstructions ﾠof ﾠany ﾠcommunication ﾠas ﾠgiven, ﾠhe ﾠblamed ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠ communities ﾠ for ﾠ being ﾠ uninterested ﾠ in ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ his ﾠ interview. ﾠ It ﾠ
seems ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠconsidered ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠcan ﾠactually ﾠbe ﾠpresented ﾠ
in ﾠcomprehensible ﾠterms ﾠand ﾠcan ﾠeven ﾠbe ﾠexciting ﾠfor ﾠlay ﾠpeople, ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthere ﾠ
may ﾠbe ﾠan ﾠalternative ﾠto ﾠboring ﾠpresentations ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠthey ﾠ ﾠ
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had ﾠ assigned ﾠ promotion ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ events ﾠ to, ﾠ may ﾠ not ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ expert ﾠ in ﾠ
marketing ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Even ﾠin ﾠtheir ﾠpublished ﾠwork, ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠexpress ﾠtheir ﾠ
disappointment ﾠthat ﾠlocals ﾠ“do ﾠnot ﾠ‘officially’ ﾠvisit ﾠthe ﾠexhibition” ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠworkshop, ﾠthey ﾠattribute ﾠlocals’ ﾠfeeling ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠantiquities ﾠbelong ﾠto ﾠ
them ﾠ to ﾠ an ﾠ incomprehensible ﾠ ‘psychological ﾠ familiarisation’ ﾠ that ﾠ ‘does ﾠ not ﾠ
allow ﾠthem ﾠto ﾠact ﾠlike ﾠtypical ﾠvisitors’ ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2009: ﾠ211). ﾠThey ﾠstate ﾠ
with ﾠ puzzlement ﾠ that ﾠ ‘their ﾠ [the ﾠ locals’] ﾠ impressions ﾠ are ﾠ dominated ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ
project’s ﾠ consequences ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ everyday ﾠ lives’ ﾠ (idem). ﾠ Therefore, ﾠ despite ﾠ the ﾠ
efforts ﾠ to ﾠ publicise ﾠ the ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio, ﾠ the ﾠ archaeologists ﾠ
perceive ﾠ their ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community’s ﾠ role ﾠ through ﾠ the ﾠ framework ﾠ
established ﾠfor ﾠtwo ﾠcenturies ﾠnow ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService’s ﾠpractice ﾠ(see ﾠ
2.1.4): ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠas ﾠproviders ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠscientific ﾠtruth ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠas ﾠ
‘visitor’ ﾠ who, ﾠ lacking ﾠ specialized ﾠ knowledge ﾠ cannot ﾠ formulate ﾠ a ﾠ legitimate ﾠ
approach ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠmaterial ﾠ(Hourmouziadi ﾠ2002: ﾠ344), ﾠwithout ﾠany ﾠ
further ﾠreference ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠethical ﾠresponsibility ﾠof ﾠinformation ﾠsharing ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpart ﾠ
of ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠis ﾠalso ﾠtrue ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhave ﾠnot ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠevaluate ﾠtheir ﾠefforts ﾠso ﾠfar. ﾠTheir ﾠonly ﾠ
measurement ﾠwas ﾠan ﾠimpression ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠattended ﾠevents. ﾠ
It ﾠseems ﾠas ﾠif ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠconsidered ﾠenough ﾠto ﾠhost ﾠthe ﾠevents ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsake ﾠof ﾠhosting ﾠ
them ﾠor ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthemselves. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠresult, ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠunsurprising ﾠ
that ﾠthe ﾠlocals’ ﾠinterest ﾠdecreased. ﾠAlthough ﾠone ﾠcannot ﾠsay ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠ
archaeologist ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠtypical ﾠarchaeologist ﾠwho ﾠ‘works ﾠfor ﾠhimself’ ﾠand ﾠhe ﾠand ﾠ
his ﾠteam ﾠhave ﾠtried, ﾠit ﾠseems ﾠthat ﾠthey ﾠhad ﾠnot ﾠtried ﾠto ﾠthink ﾠ‘outside ﾠthe ﾠbox’ ﾠ
because ﾠthey ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠcomfortable ﾠwith ﾠrelaxing ﾠtheir ﾠhold ﾠon ﾠtheir ﾠauthority. ﾠ
The ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ expressed ﾠ his ﾠ surprise ﾠ and ﾠ
disappointment ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠwhen ﾠthey ﾠexcavated ﾠburials ﾠon ﾠsite ﾠlocal ﾠpeople ﾠ ﾠ
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developed ﾠtheir ﾠown ﾠtheories ﾠabout ﾠthem ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠperceptions. ﾠOnly ﾠa ﾠ
small ﾠminority ﾠwas ﾠready ﾠto ﾠbelieve ﾠ‘what ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologist ﾠsaid’. ﾠThe ﾠpeople’s ﾠ
disbelief ﾠand ﾠchallenge ﾠto ﾠhis ﾠauthority ﾠseemed ﾠincomprehensible ﾠto ﾠhim. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate ﾠmentioned ﾠas ﾠsurprising ﾠand ﾠdisturbing ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠ
that ﾠ‘often ﾠwe ﾠhave ﾠto ﾠconvince ﾠwhy ﾠwe ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠallow ﾠthe ﾠconstruction ﾠof ﾠa ﾠhigh ﾠ
speed ﾠroad ﾠnext ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠor ﾠwe ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠallow ﾠconstruction ﾠin ﾠ
specific ﾠplaces ﾠor ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnecessary ﾠfor ﾠinspection ﾠto ﾠprecede ﾠthe ﾠissuing ﾠof ﾠa ﾠpermit ﾠ
for ﾠan ﾠactivity’. ﾠOne ﾠwonders ﾠwhether ﾠhe ﾠexpected ﾠeverybody ﾠto ﾠknow ﾠwhy, ﾠor ﾠ
that ﾠnobody ﾠwould ﾠask. ﾠIn ﾠany ﾠcase, ﾠit ﾠbecame ﾠobvious ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠwas ﾠnot ﾠhappy ﾠ
with ﾠ the ﾠ task ﾠ of ﾠ justifying ﾠ his ﾠ decisions, ﾠ which ﾠ also ﾠ explained ﾠ his ﾠ further ﾠ
statement ﾠthat ﾠhe ﾠsaw ﾠlocal ﾠactors ﾠand ﾠcommunities ﾠas ﾠ‘supporters ﾠof ﾠmainly ﾠthe ﾠ
work ﾠof ﾠprotection’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Regarding ﾠDispilio, ﾠthe ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠsaid ﾠthat ﾠ‘the ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠ
the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ has ﾠ never ﾠ been ﾠ disturbed ﾠ or ﾠ spoiled. ﾠ The ﾠ
acquaintance ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ locals ﾠ is ﾠ expanded ﾠ constantly ﾠ bringing ﾠ forward ﾠ the ﾠ
importance ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠof ﾠDispilio’. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠhis ﾠview, ﾠtwo ﾠ
court ﾠcases ﾠinvolving ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
local ﾠ church ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ constitute ﾠ ‘disturbance’ ﾠ and ﾠ could ﾠ be ﾠ light-ﾭ‐‑heartedly ﾠ
dismissed. ﾠThe ﾠDirector ﾠseemed ﾠto ﾠview ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠbetween ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
and ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠof ﾠDispilio ﾠsolely ﾠfrom ﾠhis ﾠown ﾠperspective, ﾠthe ﾠone ﾠof ﾠ
the ﾠalmighty ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠdisturbed ﾠby ﾠhaving ﾠto ﾠjustify ﾠhis ﾠdecisions. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠwith ﾠlonger ﾠexperience ﾠoccasionally ﾠwent ﾠas ﾠfar ﾠas ﾠto ﾠblame ﾠthe ﾠ
bad ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠparticular ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠ‘idiosyncrasy ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ
people’ ﾠ (see ﾠ the ﾠ above ﾠ comment ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Philippi ﾠ
regarding ﾠ the ﾠ difference ﾠ between ﾠ Krenides ﾠ and ﾠ Olympia ﾠ and ﾠ Delphi). ﾠ The ﾠ
university ﾠ archaeologist ﾠ in ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ affirmed ﾠ that ﾠ he ﾠ received ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ ﾠ
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indifference ﾠin ﾠevery ﾠplace ﾠhe ﾠworked ﾠin ﾠGreece. ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthem ﾠlater ﾠadmitted ﾠ
that ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠwas ﾠresponsible ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠfor ﾠfive ﾠyears ﾠ
now ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠwaiting ﾠlist ﾠfor ﾠinspection ﾠof ﾠapproximately ﾠ30 ﾠbuilding ﾠplots ﾠthat ﾠ
are ﾠwaiting ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠdeveloped. ﾠIt ﾠseems ﾠthen ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠtendency ﾠfor ﾠarchaeologists ﾠ
to ﾠ attribute ﾠ the ﾠ negative ﾠ aspects ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ relationship ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ actions ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ
communities ﾠ particularities ﾠ is ﾠ a ﾠ lot ﾠ more ﾠ common ﾠ than ﾠ anticipated, ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
degree ﾠwhere ﾠone ﾠcannot ﾠtalk ﾠabout ﾠspecific ﾠcases ﾠany ﾠmore. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Despite ﾠall ﾠthis, ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠa ﾠcommon ﾠperception ﾠamong ﾠarchaeologists ﾠthat ﾠlocal ﾠ
administrations ﾠhad ﾠto ﾠhelp ﾠthem. ﾠOne ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠ
in ﾠDispilio ﾠexpressed ﾠexasperation ﾠwhen ﾠshe ﾠwas ﾠsaying ﾠthe ﾠshe ﾠhad ﾠasked ﾠlong ﾠ
before ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠto ﾠcut ﾠthe ﾠweeds ﾠbefore ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠstarted ﾠand ﾠ
they ﾠ had ﾠ not ﾠ sent ﾠ anyone ﾠ yet. ﾠ She ﾠ explicitly ﾠ admitted ﾠ that ﾠ typically ﾠ the ﾠ
municipality ﾠis ﾠright ﾠin ﾠnot ﾠdoing ﾠanything ﾠbecause ﾠit ﾠis ﾠan ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ
and ﾠthus ﾠthe ﾠresponsibility ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService. ﾠBut ﾠshe ﾠmaintained ﾠ
that ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠspirit ﾠof ﾠgood ﾠcollaboration ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠand ﾠ
the ﾠ local ﾠ archaeological ﾠ service ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ municipality, ﾠ they ﾠ should ﾠ want ﾠt o  ﾠ
contribute ﾠ by ﾠ offering ﾠ helpful ﾠ services ﾠ as ﾠ ethical ﾠ support ﾠ of ﾠ archaeologists’ ﾠ
work. ﾠAnother ﾠmember ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠexcavation ﾠteam ﾠreferred ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠcollaboration ﾠ
with ﾠa ﾠcouple ﾠof ﾠlocals ﾠwho ﾠknew ﾠhow ﾠto ﾠwork ﾠwith ﾠreed ﾠas ﾠan ﾠoccasion ﾠfor ﾠ
them ﾠ to ﾠ ‘see ﾠ their ﾠ knowledge ﾠ being ﾠ valued’. ﾠ She ﾠ overlooked ﾠ entirely ﾠ the ﾠ
importance ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠlocals’ ﾠhelp ﾠto ﾠtheir ﾠproject ﾠin ﾠaiding ﾠits ﾠauthenticity, ﾠits ﾠ
relevance ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ locality. ﾠ She ﾠ presented ﾠ it ﾠ as ﾠ another ﾠ case ﾠ where ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠdid ﾠa ﾠfavor ﾠto ﾠlocals. ﾠBy ﾠnot ﾠrecognising ﾠthe ﾠmutual ﾠbenefits ﾠof ﾠ
collaboration ﾠshe ﾠfurther ﾠreinforced ﾠthe ﾠtrend ﾠtowards ﾠarguments ﾠthat ﾠresult ﾠin ﾠ
an ﾠunbalanced ﾠrelationship ﾠthat ﾠeither ﾠis ﾠin ﾠfavour ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠand ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠ
expense ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠinterests ﾠor ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠother ﾠway ﾠaround ﾠwithout ﾠany ﾠpotential ﾠof ﾠ
reaching ﾠcommon ﾠground. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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It ﾠ is ﾠ true ﾠ that ﾠ the ﾠ case ﾠ of ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ constitutes ﾠ an ﾠ exception ﾠ in ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ an ﾠ
excavation ﾠthat ﾠhas ﾠmaterially ﾠand ﾠimmaterially ﾠbenefited ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity, ﾠ
even ﾠif ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠwidely ﾠrecognized ﾠyet, ﾠby ﾠliterally ﾠsurrendering ﾠa ﾠproduct ﾠof ﾠ
their ﾠ work ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ has ﾠ repeatedly ﾠ made ﾠ efforts ﾠ to ﾠ benefit ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ
community ﾠeven ﾠmore, ﾠsuccessfully ﾠor ﾠnot. ﾠSo ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠcase, ﾠone ﾠwould ﾠagree ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠis ﾠobliged ﾠto ﾠhelp ﾠthem. ﾠKrenides ﾠis ﾠanother ﾠexception ﾠ
because ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠadministration ﾠfelt ﾠof ﾠits ﾠown ﾠvolition ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠobliged ﾠto ﾠ
support ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Therefore, ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠapproaches ﾠapply ﾠeven ﾠwhen ﾠthere ﾠis ﾠprovision ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
participation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ public. ﾠ  ﾠ This ﾠ is ﾠ because ﾠ participation ﾠ is ﾠ pursued ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
context ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠperceptions ﾠof ﾠwho ﾠtheir ﾠpublic ﾠis ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠtheir ﾠ
public ﾠ wants. ﾠ Archaeologists ﾠ perceive ﾠ event ﾠ rooms ﾠ in ﾠ new ﾠ museums ﾠ as ﾠ
evidence ﾠthat ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠbecome ﾠ‘human-ﾭ‐‑centric’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
5.6.2 Cultural Rhetoric   
It ﾠ became ﾠ obvious, ﾠ especially ﾠ during ﾠ the ﾠ survey, ﾠ that ﾠ participants ﾠ found ﾠ it ﾠ
difficult ﾠto ﾠexpress ﾠthemselves ﾠwith ﾠclarity ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠabout ﾠculture ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠ
particularly ﾠregarding ﾠthe ﾠpositive ﾠvalues ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠbenefits ﾠof ﾠarchaeology. ﾠTheir ﾠ
answers ﾠwere ﾠextremely ﾠvague: ﾠ‘something ﾠnice’, ﾠ‘something ﾠgood’, ﾠ‘something ﾠ
great’, ﾠ‘something ﾠimportant’, ﾠ’the ﾠbest’, ﾠ‘I ﾠlike ﾠit ﾠvery ﾠmuch’. ﾠConclusions ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
survey ﾠ among ﾠ students ﾠ that ﾠ participants ﾠ maintain ﾠ a ﾠ superficial ﾠ and ﾠ vague ﾠ
understanding ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠmay ﾠbe ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠ(Dassiou ﾠ2005). ﾠ
 ﾠ
This ﾠdifficulty ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠnoticed ﾠduring ﾠthe ﾠin-ﾭ‐‑depth ﾠinterviews, ﾠeven ﾠthe ﾠones ﾠ
conducted ﾠ with ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ Interviewees ﾠ resorted ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ use ﾠ of ﾠ
generalisations ﾠthat ﾠrepresented ﾠtheir ﾠpersonal ﾠopinions ﾠbut ﾠwere ﾠneither ﾠbased ﾠ ﾠ
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on ﾠarguments ﾠnor ﾠon ﾠdata ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘we ﾠshould ﾠsee ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠas ﾠa ﾠliving ﾠorganism, ﾠ
as ﾠlong ﾠas ﾠwe ﾠreceive ﾠsomething ﾠfrom ﾠa ﾠmuseum, ﾠa ﾠmuseum ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠdead’). ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
I ﾠhave ﾠtermed ﾠthis ﾠkind ﾠof ﾠdiscourse ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠentire ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠparticipants ﾠused ﾠ
for ﾠa ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠreasons ﾠas ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’. ﾠAccording ﾠto ﾠone’s ﾠposition ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
system, ﾠ there ﾠ were ﾠ political ﾠ uses, ﾠ nationalist ﾠ ones, ﾠ uses ﾠ aimed ﾠ at ﾠ evading ﾠ
responsibility ﾠand ﾠdisorienting ﾠuses. ﾠOne ﾠcould ﾠargue ﾠthat ﾠits ﾠmain ﾠpurpose ﾠand ﾠ
consequence ﾠ at ﾠ the ﾠ same ﾠ time ﾠ is ﾠ that ﾠ it ﾠ dominates ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ discourse ﾠ on ﾠ
archaeological ﾠheritage ﾠand ﾠvalues. ﾠTherefore ﾠit ﾠhinders ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠa ﾠ
discourse ﾠ that ﾠ will ﾠ expose ﾠ the ﾠ uses ﾠ and ﾠ abuses ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ more ﾠ
importantly, ﾠ the ﾠ reasons ﾠ behind ﾠ them. ﾠ In ﾠ the ﾠ end, ﾠ it ﾠ renders ﾠ pragmatic ﾠ
approaches ﾠ and ﾠ solutions ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ field’s ﾠ issues ﾠ impossible ﾠ and ﾠ results ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
misinformation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠabout ﾠarchaeology. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠcurrently ﾠprevalent ﾠexample ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠnationalist ﾠuse ﾠof ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’ ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠ
one ﾠthat ﾠrefers ﾠto ﾠ‘the ﾠsacredness ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast’. ﾠIn ﾠan ﾠexaggerated ﾠcontext, ﾠit ﾠwas ﾠ
usually ﾠaccompanied ﾠby ﾠcomments ﾠsuch ﾠas ﾠthat ﾠ‘every ﾠstone ﾠwe ﾠfind ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
excavation ﾠ is ﾠ sacred’. ﾠ Perceptions ﾠ of ﾠ reverence ﾠ accompanied ﾠ tightly ﾠ the ﾠ
sacredness ﾠ discourse ﾠ (e.g. ﾠ ‘we ﾠ should ﾠ be ﾠ kneeling ﾠ [in ﾠ front ﾠ of ﾠ antiquities]’, ﾠ
‘[Greeks] ﾠhave ﾠto ﾠworship ﾠ[antiquities]’; ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠsacralisation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscourse ﾠon ﾠ
antiquities ﾠsee ﾠHamilakis ﾠand ﾠYalouri ﾠ1999; ﾠHamilakis ﾠ2007: ﾠ35-ﾭ‐‑48). ﾠExcavation ﾠ
workers, ﾠas ﾠDeltsou ﾠnoted ﾠin ﾠregard ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠtown ﾠof ﾠVasiliko ﾠ(2009), ﾠand ﾠsurvey ﾠ
participants ﾠ possibly ﾠ mainly ﾠ engage ﾠ with ﾠ such ﾠ a ﾠ discourse ﾠ in ﾠ an ﾠ effort ﾠ to ﾠ
impress ﾠwith ﾠtheir ﾠlove ﾠof ﾠantiquities ﾠand ﾠto ﾠdifferentiate ﾠthemselves ﾠfrom ﾠtheir ﾠ
perceived ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠrest ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠ(e.g.’they ﾠ[the ﾠlocals] ﾠdo ﾠ
not ﾠcare ﾠbecause ﾠthey ﾠare ﾠignorant ﾠabout ﾠantiquity’, ﾠ‘they ﾠ[the ﾠlocals] ﾠgo ﾠin ﾠ[the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite] ﾠand ﾠsee ﾠonly ﾠstones, ﾠstones, ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠknow ﾠthe ﾠsubject’). ﾠ
Another ﾠaspect ﾠwas ﾠfeelings ﾠof ﾠnational ﾠinferiority ﾠcombined ﾠwith ﾠadmiration ﾠ
for ﾠforeigners. ﾠAgain, ﾠworkers ﾠwho ﾠexperienced ﾠthe ﾠinterest ﾠof ﾠtourists ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ ﾠ
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sites ﾠmainly ﾠexpressed ﾠthis ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘I ﾠam ﾠupset ﾠthat ﾠGermans ﾠcome…and ﾠItalians ﾠ
and ﾠEnglish, ﾠGermans ﾠcome ﾠand ﾠsit ﾠdown ﾠthere ﾠ[in ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite] ﾠand ﾠ
look ﾠat ﾠthem ﾠ[the ﾠantiquities] ﾠand ﾠtake ﾠpictures ﾠof ﾠthem, ﾠI ﾠam ﾠglad ﾠabout ﾠthis ﾠ
and ﾠI ﾠsay ﾠwhy ﾠare ﾠwe ﾠso ﾠclueless?’; ﾠsee ﾠalso ﾠhow ﾠthis ﾠadmiration ﾠhas ﾠinfluenced ﾠ
local ﾠopionion ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠrelevance ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ5.1.2). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Other ﾠ non-ﾭ‐‑archaeologists ﾠ often ﾠ reflected ﾠ the ﾠ strong ﾠ connection ﾠ between ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠ high ﾠ culture ﾠ and ﾠ ‘our ﾠ nation’. ﾠ They ﾠ also ﾠ talked ﾠ about ﾠ the ﾠ
obligation ﾠto ﾠprotect ﾠand ﾠconserve ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsake ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcoming ﾠgenerations ﾠand ﾠ
about ﾠour ﾠduty ﾠto ﾠ‘transmit ﾠto ﾠeveryone ﾠthe ﾠmessages ﾠemitted ﾠby ﾠthese ﾠsites’. ﾠ
Again ﾠ there ﾠ was ﾠ no ﾠ actual ﾠ reference ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ reasons ﾠ why ﾠ ‘our ﾠ nation’ ﾠ in ﾠ
particular ﾠis ﾠso ﾠtied ﾠinto ﾠhigh ﾠculture ﾠin ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠothers, ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠfuture ﾠ
generations ﾠ will ﾠ gain ﾠ if ﾠ we ﾠ protect ﾠ and ﾠ conserve ﾠ heritage ﾠ and ﾠ what ﾠ is ﾠ so ﾠ
important ﾠabout ﾠthese ﾠ‘messages’ ﾠthat ﾠdeserve ﾠtransmitting. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Archaeologists ﾠfrequently ﾠused ﾠmottos ﾠregarding ﾠarchaeology ﾠas ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠgood ﾠ
that ﾠshould ﾠbe ﾠenjoyed ﾠand ﾠappreciated ﾠby ﾠeverybody, ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠbenefits ﾠfrom ﾠ
culture ﾠand ﾠour ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠit ﾠare ﾠinvaluable, ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠis ﾠhighly ﾠimportant ﾠthat ﾠ
the ﾠpeople ﾠare ﾠthe ﾠrecipients ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists’ ﾠwork ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠit ﾠshould ﾠall ﾠ
‘return’ ﾠto ﾠthem. ﾠThese ﾠwere ﾠrarely ﾠelaborated ﾠon ﾠwith ﾠmore ﾠspecific ﾠsupporting ﾠ
statements ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ ways ﾠ that ﾠ one ﾠ might ﾠ currently ﾠ enjoy ﾠ and ﾠ appreciate ﾠ
archaeology, ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠactual ﾠbenefits ﾠfrom ﾠcontact ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠwere ﾠor ﾠ
the ﾠ reasons ﾠ why ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ important ﾠ for ﾠ people ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ recipients ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ work ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeologists. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ the ﾠ context ﾠ of ﾠ this ﾠ rhetoric ﾠ the ﾠ economic ﾠ importance ﾠ of ﾠ archaeology ﾠ was ﾠ
understated, ﾠas ﾠif ﾠit ﾠis ﾠdisgraceful ﾠto ﾠput ﾠmoney ﾠand ﾠarchaeology ﾠtogether, ﾠeven ﾠ
in ﾠwords ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘Forget ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠeconomic ﾠvalue’; ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcontrast ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠ
‘sacred’ ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ ‘profane’ ﾠ aspect ﾠ of ﾠ antiquity ﾠ see ﾠ Hamilakis ﾠ 2007: ﾠ 272-ﾭ‐‑85). ﾠ ﾠ
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Instead ﾠthe ﾠcultural ﾠvalue ﾠis ﾠoverstressed, ﾠthough ﾠrarely ﾠtalked ﾠthrough ﾠat ﾠany ﾠ
level ﾠof ﾠdetail ﾠ(e.g. ﾠ‘…Archaeological ﾠService ﾠand ﾠculture ﾠare ﾠmeanings ﾠto ﾠmy ﾠ
opinion ﾠunbreakably ﾠconnected’, ﾠ‘…culture ﾠis ﾠsomething ﾠwide ﾠthat ﾠcannot ﾠbe ﾠ
caged ﾠand ﾠdependent ﾠon ﾠfew ﾠpeople’). ﾠHowever, ﾠthe ﾠissue ﾠof ﾠtourism ﾠcame ﾠup ﾠ
consistently ﾠand ﾠwas ﾠdiscussed ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠnew ﾠmotto ﾠthat ﾠ‘tourism ﾠis ﾠGreece’s ﾠ
heavy ﾠ industry’ ﾠ (see ﾠ also ﾠ the ﾠ discussion ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ economic ﾠ relevance ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ5.1.4). ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠstrand ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’ ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠ‘high ﾠcost ﾠof ﾠculture’. ﾠ
An ﾠAssistant ﾠDirector ﾠof ﾠan ﾠEphorate ﾠused ﾠthis ﾠas ﾠan ﾠexcuse ﾠfor ﾠkeeping ﾠthe ﾠ
museum ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠclosed ﾠfor ﾠrestoration ﾠfor ﾠfifteen ﾠyears. ﾠAt ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠtime, ﾠ
she ﾠstated ﾠthat ﾠa ﾠmuseum’s ﾠeconomic ﾠreciprocity ﾠcould ﾠnot ﾠdetermine ﾠwhether ﾠ
the ﾠEphorate ﾠshould ﾠrenovate ﾠit ﾠor ﾠnot. ﾠSo ﾠduring ﾠa ﾠfifteen-ﾭ‐‑year ﾠperiod ﾠa ﾠnew ﾠ
museum ﾠ was ﾠ founded ﾠ and ﾠ two ﾠ existing ﾠ ones ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ renovated. ﾠ None ﾠ of ﾠ
them ﾠhad ﾠever ﾠreached ﾠthe ﾠhigh ﾠvisitor ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmuseum ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠthat ﾠ
stayed ﾠclosed ﾠfor ﾠfifteen ﾠyears. ﾠThe ﾠreason ﾠoffered ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠsituation ﾠwas ﾠthat ﾠ
‘just ﾠbecause ﾠpeople ﾠdon'ƹt ﾠcome ﾠit ﾠdoesn'ƹt ﾠmean ﾠthat ﾠwe ﾠshould ﾠabandon ﾠthem ﾠ
[the ﾠ other ﾠ museums]’. ﾠ But ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ apparently ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ
attempt ﾠto ﾠcounter ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠof ﾠvisitors ﾠeither. ﾠThere ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠa ﾠcontradiction ﾠ
between ﾠthe ﾠtwo ﾠstatements: ﾠacknowledgement ﾠof ﾠhigh ﾠcost ﾠas ﾠa ﾠproblem ﾠbut ﾠ
disregarding ﾠof ﾠit ﾠin ﾠdecision-ﾭ‐‑making. ﾠThis ﾠcontradiction ﾠdemonstrates ﾠthe ﾠlack ﾠ
of ﾠ accountable, ﾠ strategic ﾠ management, ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ criteria, ﾠ collaborations ﾠ and ﾠ
research. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠwhat ﾠrhetorical ﾠstatements ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠcost ﾠof ﾠculture ﾠconceal. ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠthe ﾠsame ﾠway, ﾠthe ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠArchaeologists ﾠ
talked ﾠabout ﾠthe ﾠshrinking ﾠnumber ﾠof ﾠresearch ﾠexcavations ﾠconducted ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠ
Archaeological ﾠ Service ﾠ due ﾠ to ﾠlack ﾠ of ﾠfunding. ﾠ He ﾠ did ﾠ not ﾠ however ﾠrefer ﾠ to ﾠ
ways ﾠthrough ﾠwhich ﾠthe ﾠService ﾠwas ﾠtrying ﾠto ﾠovercome ﾠthis ﾠsituation ﾠother ﾠ
than ﾠby ﾠhalting ﾠresearch. ﾠThe ﾠ‘public ﾠgood’ ﾠdiscourse ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠinstead, ﾠto ﾠveil ﾠ ﾠ
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the ﾠfact ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhad ﾠresigned ﾠbehind ﾠwhat ﾠhe ﾠpresented ﾠ
as ﾠ a ﾠ ‘universal ﾠ acceptance’, ﾠ that ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resource ﾠ management ﾠ is ﾠ an ﾠ
activity ﾠthat ﾠwill ﾠalways ﾠbe ﾠfinancially ﾠin ﾠdeficit ﾠand ﾠtherefore ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠ
only ﾠagent ﾠwho ﾠcan ﾠafford ﾠto ﾠmaintain ﾠit. ﾠPublic ﾠtransportation ﾠwas ﾠused ﾠas ﾠan ﾠ
example ﾠ of ﾠ another ﾠ stately ﾠ managed ﾠ public ﾠ good ﾠ that ﾠ is ﾠ in ﾠ constant ﾠ debt. ﾠ
However, ﾠ recent ﾠ governmental ﾠ decisions ﾠ to ﾠ privatise ﾠ public ﾠ transportation ﾠ
demonstrated ﾠthe ﾠrisks ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement ﾠis ﾠtaking ﾠby ﾠnot ﾠ
adopting ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠrationalised ﾠand ﾠstrategic ﾠmanagement ﾠapproach. ﾠPresenting ﾠ
high ﾠcost ﾠas ﾠan ﾠobstacle, ﾠwithout ﾠconsidering ﾠmeasures ﾠto ﾠmitigate ﾠit, ﾠreveals ﾠthe ﾠ
irresponsibility ﾠand ﾠinsufficiency ﾠof ﾠcurrent ﾠarchaeological ﾠmanagement. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Another ﾠ statement ﾠ that ﾠ cropped ﾠ up ﾠ in ﾠ combination ﾠ with ﾠ high ﾠ cost ﾠ was ﾠ the ﾠ
notion ﾠthat ﾠ‘culture ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠbring ﾠimmediate ﾠreturns’. ﾠThis ﾠwas ﾠalso ﾠused ﾠto ﾠ
mask ﾠ the ﾠ fact ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ very ﾠ little ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ returns ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠin ﾠgeneral, ﾠsocial, ﾠcultural ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠterms. ﾠAnd ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnormal ﾠ
since ﾠ such ﾠ approaches ﾠ to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ work ﾠ are ﾠ not ﾠ considered ﾠ as ﾠ proper ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠThey ﾠwere ﾠconsidered ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠsociologists ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠ
analysts ﾠinstead. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠanother ﾠpopular ﾠstrand ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’, ﾠespecially ﾠfor ﾠolder ﾠ
generations ﾠof ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠis ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠrelevant ﾠto ﾠpolitics ﾠand ﾠ
should ﾠnot ﾠbe ﾠinvolved ﾠwith ﾠit. ﾠVague ﾠstatements ﾠwere ﾠexpressed ﾠin ﾠsupport ﾠof ﾠ
this ﾠargument. ﾠFor ﾠinstance, ﾠ‘culture ﾠshould ﾠnot ﾠinterfere ﾠwith ﾠpolitics, ﾠthat ﾠis, ﾠ
every ﾠmeaning ﾠof ﾠculture ﾠis ﾠbeyond ﾠall ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠand ﾠif ﾠculture ﾠcould ﾠspeak, ﾠit ﾠ
would ﾠsay ﾠother ﾠthings ﾠto ﾠpeople’, ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
It ﾠ seems ﾠ that ﾠ a ﾠ culture ﾠ of ﾠ resorting ﾠ to ﾠ vague ﾠ and ﾠ theoretical ﾠ statements ﾠ is ﾠ
dominant ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠdiscourse. ﾠWhen ﾠit ﾠcomes ﾠto ﾠapproaching ﾠthe ﾠ
real ﾠpotentials ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠproblems ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠmanagement, ﾠ ﾠ
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any ﾠ practical, ﾠ economic ﾠ and ﾠ pragmatic ﾠ approach ﾠs o u n d s  ﾠf o r e i g n .  ﾠT h e  ﾠ
determining ﾠfactor ﾠseems ﾠto ﾠbe ﾠan ﾠattitude ﾠof ﾠ‘we ﾠdo ﾠwhat ﾠwe ﾠcan’ ﾠrather ﾠthan ﾠa ﾠ
set ﾠof ﾠdefined ﾠvalues ﾠfrom ﾠwhere ﾠspecific ﾠcriteria ﾠstem, ﾠaccording ﾠto ﾠwhat ﾠhas ﾠ
been ﾠ defined ﾠ as ﾠ effective ﾠ and ﾠ sustainable. ﾠ At ﾠ least ﾠ none ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ interviewees ﾠ
referred ﾠto ﾠanything ﾠexplicitly ﾠas ﾠsuch. ﾠTherefore ﾠpeople ﾠhave ﾠto ﾠrely ﾠon ﾠwishful ﾠ
and ﾠabstract ﾠstatements ﾠto ﾠdefend ﾠarchaeological ﾠwork. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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6. CONCLUSIONS  
Several ﾠ developments ﾠ have ﾠ impacted ﾠ and ﾠ reshaped ﾠ archaeology ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ last ﾠ
thirty ﾠyears. ﾠThe ﾠgreat ﾠvariety ﾠof ﾠissues ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠbeen ﾠinvestigated ﾠunder ﾠthe ﾠ
rubric ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠarchaeology, ﾠof ﾠprojects ﾠthat ﾠhave ﾠaimed ﾠat ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠ
and ﾠof ﾠmethods ﾠadopted ﾠto ﾠexplore ﾠthe ﾠpublic’s ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
have ﾠgreatly ﾠenriched ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline. ﾠMost ﾠimportantly, ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠundergone ﾠa ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑
consideration ﾠof ﾠits ﾠaims, ﾠits ﾠtheoretical ﾠperspectives ﾠand ﾠits ﾠpractices. ﾠToday, ﾠit ﾠ
is ﾠ widely ﾠ accepted ﾠ that ﾠ there ﾠ is ﾠ neither ﾠ one ﾠ single ﾠ past ﾠ nor ﾠ an ﾠ authoritative ﾠ
version ﾠ of ﾠ ‘the ﾠ past’. ﾠ Different ﾠ groups ﾠ and ﾠindividuals ﾠ have ﾠ approached ﾠ the ﾠ
past ﾠin ﾠa ﾠrange ﾠof ﾠways ﾠand ﾠeach ﾠone ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠapproaches ﾠis ﾠas ﾠrespected ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠ
rest, ﾠas ﾠlong ﾠas ﾠit ﾠdoes ﾠnot ﾠcompromise ﾠthat ﾠof ﾠany ﾠother ﾠgroup. ﾠ
 ﾠ
These ﾠ premises ﾠ have ﾠ formed ﾠ the ﾠ conditions ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ
participatory ﾠ and ﾠ inclusive ﾠ way ﾠ of ﾠ managing ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources. ﾠ
Intergovernmental ﾠorganisations ﾠand ﾠNGOs ﾠpromote ﾠthe ﾠvalue-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠapproach ﾠ
to ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management, ﾠ which ﾠ ensures ﾠ that ﾠ all ﾠ values ﾠ assigned ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ
cultural ﾠresource ﾠare ﾠrepresented ﾠin ﾠits ﾠmanagement ﾠin ﾠa ﾠbalanced ﾠway. ﾠSuch ﾠa ﾠ
management ﾠ context ﾠ is ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ transparent ﾠ and ﾠ equal ﾠ sharing ﾠ of ﾠ
information ﾠ and ﾠ provides ﾠ a ﾠ platform ﾠ where ﾠ all ﾠ issues ﾠ are ﾠ identified ﾠ and ﾠ
thoroughly ﾠdiscussed, ﾠdemocratically ﾠwith ﾠall ﾠinterested ﾠparties, ﾠuntil ﾠcommon ﾠ
ground ﾠfor ﾠsolutions ﾠis ﾠfound. ﾠThe ﾠsuccess ﾠof ﾠsuch ﾠa ﾠmanagement ﾠsystem ﾠlies ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠpremise ﾠthat ﾠsolutions ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠdecided ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠagreement ﾠof ﾠall ﾠparties ﾠ
concerned ﾠ are ﾠ applied ﾠ more ﾠ effectively ﾠ and ﾠ have ﾠ enduring ﾠ results. ﾠ It ﾠ thus ﾠ
constitutes ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠethical ﾠand ﾠsustainable ﾠway ﾠfor ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources ﾠ
management. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ spite ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ evidently ﾠ beneficial ﾠ impact ﾠ of ﾠ these ﾠ developments ﾠ and ﾠ their ﾠ
advantages ﾠ for ﾠ efficient ﾠ and ﾠ sustainable ﾠ archaeological ﾠ management, ﾠ Greek ﾠ ﾠ
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archaeology ﾠstill ﾠclings ﾠto ﾠits ﾠoriginal ﾠform ﾠof ﾠorganisation ﾠand ﾠmanagement ﾠas ﾠ
developed ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠnineteenth ﾠcentury, ﾠand ﾠfounded ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠpremises ﾠof ﾠexclusive ﾠ
state ﾠownership ﾠand ﾠmanagement ﾠ of ﾠarchaeological ﾠresources. ﾠAlthough ﾠthis ﾠ
system ﾠhas ﾠproduced ﾠpositive ﾠresults ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠof ﾠprotection, ﾠit ﾠhas ﾠalso ﾠhad ﾠ
negative ﾠconsequences ﾠthat ﾠare ﾠbecoming ﾠmore ﾠand ﾠmore ﾠapparent. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Most ﾠimportantly, ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠthe ﾠsystem ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠimplemented ﾠhas ﾠresulted ﾠin ﾠa ﾠ
discontinuity ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠrelationship ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠwith ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠSeveral ﾠ
factors ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠhave ﾠcontributed ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠand ﾠeach ﾠone ﾠoperates ﾠdifferently ﾠ
in ﾠeach ﾠcase. ﾠ ﾠThe ﾠmost ﾠinfluential ﾠfactor ﾠis ﾠundoubtedly ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠnarrative ﾠ
that ﾠhas ﾠdictated ﾠthe ﾠrole ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠaccordance ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠ
western ﾠ notion ﾠ of ﾠ Hellenism ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑appropriation ﾠ in ﾠ domestic ﾠ terms. ﾠ The ﾠ
prevalence ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠClassical ﾠperiod ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠancient ﾠGreek ﾠpast, ﾠas ﾠpromoted ﾠup ﾠto ﾠ
the ﾠ present ﾠ day ﾠ in ﾠ archaeological ﾠ museums, ﾠ in ﾠ public ﾠ education ﾠ and ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ
media, ﾠ has ﾠ led ﾠ to ﾠ either ﾠ the ﾠ bolstering ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ identity ﾠ and ﾠ pride ﾠ in ﾠ local ﾠ
archaeological ﾠheritage, ﾠas ﾠthe ﾠcases ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠand ﾠPhilippi ﾠdemonstrate, ﾠor ﾠto ﾠ
its ﾠundermining ﾠthrough ﾠcomparison ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠmore ﾠglorified ﾠera, ﾠas ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio. ﾠ
 ﾠ
The ﾠ position ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ narrative ﾠ further ﾠ
influences ﾠ the ﾠ level ﾠ of ﾠ attention, ﾠ both ﾠ national ﾠ and ﾠ international, ﾠ that ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠin ﾠturn, ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠreceive. ﾠThis ﾠentails ﾠmore ﾠ
measures ﾠfor ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠsite-ﾭ‐‑development ﾠprocesses ﾠwith ﾠa ﾠdistancing ﾠand ﾠ
formalising ﾠimpact ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities’ ﾠrelationship ﾠwith ﾠthem. ﾠIt ﾠalso ﾠ
entails ﾠ the ﾠ operation ﾠ of ﾠ resources ﾠ as ﾠ organised ﾠ archaeological ﾠ sites ﾠ with ﾠ
potential, ﾠ though ﾠ not ﾠ certain, ﾠ economic ﾠ relevance ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community. ﾠ
Where ﾠ a ﾠ site ﾠ was ﾠ economically ﾠ relevant, ﾠ for ﾠ instance ﾠ in ﾠ Delphi, ﾠ a ﾠ good ﾠ
relationship ﾠ was ﾠ evident. ﾠ The ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ was ﾠ appreciative ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
economic ﾠ viability ﾠ it ﾠ ensured ﾠ through ﾠ tourism. ﾠ However, ﾠ there ﾠ were ﾠ also ﾠ ﾠ
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adverse ﾠ consequences ﾠ that ﾠ had ﾠ not ﾠ been ﾠ considered ﾠ before, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ
limitations ﾠ of ﾠ a ﾠ local ﾠ economy ﾠ exclusively ﾠ based ﾠ on ﾠ tourism ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ social ﾠ
consequences ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠoverflow ﾠof ﾠvisitors. ﾠIn ﾠcases ﾠof ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑materialised ﾠeconomic ﾠ
potential, ﾠ for ﾠ instance ﾠ in ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ while ﾠ the ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠpursued ﾠtheir ﾠ‘lives’ ﾠin ﾠparallel, ﾠtheir ﾠrelationship ﾠwas ﾠstill ﾠrather ﾠ
positive ﾠ mainly ﾠ thanks ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ significance ﾠ attributed ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠlimited ﾠintervention ﾠof ﾠprotection ﾠmeasures ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
life ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠcommunity. ﾠ
 ﾠ
More ﾠimportantly, ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠthe ﾠformal ﾠcarriers ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠpractice, ﾠ
also ﾠ maintain ﾠ in ﾠ their ﾠ professional ﾠ identity ﾠ the ﾠ authority ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
national ﾠresource ﾠand ﾠproject ﾠa ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑centred ﾠand ﾠtop-ﾭ‐‑down ﾠapproach, ﾠeven ﾠin ﾠ
cases ﾠ where ﾠ their ﾠ archaeology ﾠ does ﾠ not ﾠ fit ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ narrative, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ
Dispilio. ﾠArchaeology ﾠis ﾠthus ﾠpresented ﾠas ﾠa ﾠself-ﾭ‐‑sufficient ﾠfield, ﾠand ﾠenjoys ﾠthe ﾠ
authority ﾠof ﾠits ﾠnational ﾠmission. ﾠEven ﾠif ﾠsome ﾠarchaeologists ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠagree ﾠwith ﾠ
this ﾠpresentation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline, ﾠthey ﾠdo ﾠnot ﾠrealise ﾠthat ﾠthe ﾠoutside ﾠworld ﾠstill ﾠ
associates ﾠthem ﾠwith ﾠit ﾠand ﾠeither ﾠundermines ﾠthem ﾠbecause ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠfind ﾠ
them ﾠunimportant ﾠby ﾠcomparison ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠpresentation ﾠor ﾠthey ﾠattribute ﾠto ﾠthem ﾠ
‘due ﾠrespect’. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Each ﾠ local ﾠ community ﾠ responds ﾠ to ﾠ these ﾠ conditions ﾠ with ﾠ respect ﾠ to ﾠ its ﾠ own ﾠ
socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠfeatures. ﾠThis ﾠvariation ﾠis ﾠclearly ﾠdemonstrated ﾠin ﾠ
the ﾠthree ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠthat ﾠwere ﾠintensively ﾠexamined ﾠfor ﾠthis ﾠthesis. ﾠDelphi, ﾠa ﾠ
community ﾠ of ﾠ Old ﾠ Greece, ﾠ experienced ﾠ the ﾠ ‘Great ﾠ Excavations’ ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
nineteenth ﾠ century, ﾠ played ﾠ a ﾠ determinant ﾠ role ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ development ﾠo f  ﾠt h e  ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite ﾠfollowing ﾠits ﾠemergence, ﾠwas ﾠdiscovered ﾠby ﾠtourism ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠ
post-ﾭ‐‑war ﾠperiod, ﾠand ﾠdeveloped ﾠa ﾠservice-ﾭ‐‑based ﾠeconomy ﾠat ﾠthat ﾠtime. ﾠIt ﾠwas ﾠ
thus ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ better ﾠ position ﾠ to ﾠ negotiate ﾠ the ﾠ terms ﾠ of ﾠ its ﾠ relationship ﾠ with ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ archaeologists. ﾠ In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ a ﾠ semi-ﾭ‐‑urban ﾠ centre ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ ﾠ
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predominantly ﾠfarming ﾠarea ﾠinhabited ﾠby ﾠrefugees ﾠfrom ﾠAsia ﾠMinor ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠyet ﾠ
completed ﾠ one ﾠ hundred ﾠ years ﾠ since ﾠ annexation ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Greek ﾠ state, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
community ﾠ has ﾠ developed ﾠ in ﾠ parallel ﾠ to ﾠ and ﾠ almost ﾠ irrespectively ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ
archaeological ﾠsite. ﾠDispilio, ﾠa ﾠrather ﾠisolated ﾠcommunity ﾠthat ﾠdeveloped ﾠthanks ﾠ
to ﾠthe ﾠfur ﾠindustry, ﾠis ﾠa ﾠmodern ﾠcommunity ﾠwith ﾠlittle ﾠhistory, ﾠalthough ﾠjust ﾠas ﾠ
important ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠlocals. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠfactor ﾠthat ﾠis ﾠpresent ﾠin ﾠall ﾠof ﾠthese ﾠcases ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠin ﾠcommunity ﾠlife. ﾠDelphi, ﾠfor ﾠinstance, ﾠis ﾠassociated ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠDelphic ﾠ
Festival ﾠthat ﾠfew ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocals ﾠnow ﾠstill ﾠremember ﾠor ﾠhave ﾠheard ﾠabout. ﾠThe ﾠfew ﾠ
events ﾠthat ﾠhad ﾠbeen ﾠorganised ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠare ﾠno ﾠlonger ﾠallowed. ﾠ
In ﾠ Krenides, ﾠ the ﾠ Philippi ﾠ Festival ﾠ has ﾠ contributed ﾠ immensely ﾠ to ﾠ a ﾠ feeling ﾠ of ﾠ
appropriation ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ site, ﾠ the ﾠ formulation ﾠ of ﾠ memories ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ immediate ﾠ
experience ﾠof ﾠit. ﾠIn ﾠDispilio, ﾠalthough ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠcommunity ﾠhas ﾠno ﾠreason ﾠto ﾠ
associate ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite, ﾠthe ﾠsurvey ﾠshowed ﾠthat ﾠdespite ﾠthis ﾠthey ﾠ
do. ﾠHere, ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠthe ﾠcause ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠremoval ﾠfrom ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
of ﾠ important ﾠ aspects ﾠ of ﾠ social ﾠ life, ﾠ such ﾠ as ﾠ the ﾠ Ascension ﾠ Fair ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ
community ﾠfootball ﾠfield. ﾠ
 ﾠ
Finally, ﾠanother ﾠfactor ﾠwas ﾠrevealed, ﾠtermed ﾠ‘cultural ﾠrhetoric’. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠdirectly ﾠ
connected ﾠ with ﾠ all ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ above ﾠ but ﾠ most ﾠ importantly ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ
narrative. ﾠ It ﾠ constitutes ﾠ its ﾠ re-ﾭ‐‑appropriation ﾠ by ﾠ the ﾠ individual ﾠ and ﾠ its ﾠ
manipulation ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsake ﾠof ﾠan ﾠargument ﾠthat ﾠcan ﾠonly ﾠstand ﾠwithin ﾠthe ﾠcontext ﾠ
of ﾠthat ﾠ national ﾠdiscourse. ﾠIt ﾠis ﾠ this ﾠfactor ﾠ that ﾠhinders ﾠany ﾠpotential ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠ
renegotiation ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠplace ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠpast ﾠand ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠGreek ﾠsociety, ﾠand ﾠ
does ﾠnot ﾠallow ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠdevelopment ﾠof ﾠan ﾠalternative ﾠdiscourse. ﾠIts ﾠrecognition ﾠ
and ﾠ further ﾠ investigation ﾠ within ﾠ archaeology ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ politics ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ past ﾠ
discourse ﾠ may ﾠ contribute ﾠ to ﾠ an ﾠ understanding ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ finer ﾠ affinities ﾠ and ﾠ ﾠ
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complexities ﾠof ﾠhow ﾠthe ﾠnational ﾠnarrative ﾠhas ﾠbeen ﾠused ﾠand ﾠre-ﾭ‐‑appropriated ﾠ
by ﾠnon-ﾭ‐‑state ﾠagents ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠpeople ﾠin ﾠgeneral ﾠ(Kotsakis ﾠ2003). ﾠ
 ﾠ
A ﾠcontradiction ﾠwas ﾠidentified ﾠat ﾠthe ﾠcore ﾠof ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities’ ﾠappreciation ﾠof ﾠ
archaeology. ﾠ Although ﾠ the ﾠ historical, ﾠ educational ﾠ and ﾠ social ﾠ values ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeology ﾠwere ﾠimmediately ﾠrecognised, ﾠits ﾠpotential ﾠeconomic ﾠrelevance ﾠby ﾠ
far ﾠexceeded ﾠany ﾠof ﾠits ﾠother ﾠperceived ﾠadvantages ﾠfor ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities. ﾠThis ﾠ
alludes ﾠto ﾠa ﾠshift ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠvalues ﾠarchaeology ﾠpossesses, ﾠas ﾠidentified ﾠeven ﾠ
by ﾠarchaeologists. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠ regards ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ activities ﾠ of ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service, ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation ﾠ were ﾠ found ﾠ to ﾠ be ﾠ its ﾠ main ﾠ priorities, ﾠ with ﾠ presentation ﾠ and ﾠ
interpretation ﾠsubordinated ﾠto ﾠthem, ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠin ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠresources ﾠinvested ﾠbut ﾠ
also ﾠ in ﾠ relation ﾠ to ﾠ their ﾠ understanding ﾠ within ﾠ the ﾠ framework ﾠ of ﾠ ‘integrated ﾠ
protection’. ﾠThe ﾠArchaeological ﾠService ﾠhas ﾠthus ﾠformulated ﾠits ﾠown ﾠperception ﾠ
of ﾠwho ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠare ﾠand ﾠwhat ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠwant ﾠin ﾠaccordance ﾠwith ﾠwhat ﾠbest ﾠ
serves ﾠ protection, ﾠ and ﾠ has ﾠ prescribed ﾠ a ﾠ very ﾠ specific ﾠ role ﾠ for ﾠ the ﾠ public ﾠ in ﾠ
legislation. ﾠIt ﾠcomes ﾠthen ﾠas ﾠno ﾠsurprise ﾠthat ﾠpeople ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠengage ﾠ
more ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ national ﾠ archaeological ﾠ discourse ﾠ in ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ were ﾠ
those ﾠwith ﾠless ﾠeducation ﾠand ﾠwho ﾠwere ﾠnot ﾠactive ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠemployment ﾠmarket, ﾠ
presumably ﾠnot ﾠthe ﾠmost ﾠpromising ﾠsocial ﾠgroup ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠsupport ﾠof ﾠarchaeology ﾠ
in ﾠthe ﾠfuture. ﾠAs ﾠa ﾠconsequence, ﾠstrategies ﾠfor ﾠresponding ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠchanging ﾠneeds ﾠ
of ﾠlocal ﾠcommunities ﾠwere ﾠalso ﾠfound ﾠto ﾠrequire ﾠfurther ﾠelaboration ﾠbecause ﾠ
archaeologists ﾠ have ﾠ not ﾠ yet ﾠ come ﾠ to ﾠ see ﾠ them ﾠ as ﾠ their ﾠ own ﾠ concern. ﾠ Greek ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ was ﾠ therefore ﾠ found ﾠ to ﾠ perceive ﾠ and ﾠ pursue ﾠ its ﾠ role ﾠ in ﾠ a ﾠ very ﾠ
narrowly ﾠ defined ﾠ way, ﾠ and ﾠ although ﾠ it ﾠ is ﾠ nominally ﾠ granted ﾠ an ﾠ important ﾠ
socio-ﾭ‐‑political ﾠrole, ﾠits ﾠactual ﾠrelevance ﾠis ﾠlimited. ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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In ﾠ spite ﾠ of ﾠ constant ﾠ challenges ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service’s ﾠdecisions ﾠ and ﾠ
actions, ﾠmotivated ﾠmost ﾠfrequently ﾠby ﾠissues ﾠconcerning ﾠprivate ﾠproperty, ﾠthe ﾠ
authority ﾠof ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠnever ﾠbeen ﾠchallenged ﾠso ﾠfar. ﾠArchaeology ﾠ
in ﾠGreece ﾠhas ﾠnot ﾠfelt ﾠthe ﾠimpact ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠchanges ﾠthat ﾠmuch ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠdiscipline ﾠhas ﾠ
gone ﾠthrough ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠlast ﾠthirty ﾠyears ﾠelsewhere ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠworld. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠowing ﾠto ﾠ
archaeology’s ﾠsignificance ﾠfor ﾠnational ﾠidentity, ﾠa ﾠhighly ﾠpolitical ﾠrole ﾠalthough ﾠ
people ﾠ do ﾠ not ﾠ perceive ﾠ it ﾠ as ﾠ such, ﾠ which ﾠ is ﾠ in ﾠ conflict ﾠ with ﾠ the ﾠ discipline’s ﾠ
current ﾠ call ﾠ to ﾠ serve ﾠ economic ﾠ development. ﾠ However, ﾠ the ﾠ problems ﾠ this ﾠ
incompatibility ﾠ causes ﾠ are ﾠ felt ﾠ every ﾠ day ﾠ in ﾠ regard ﾠ to ﾠ the ﾠ current ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ
archaeological ﾠ management, ﾠ and ﾠ the ﾠ need ﾠ for ﾠ more ﾠ active ﾠ engagement ﾠ with ﾠ
other ﾠquarters ﾠof ﾠsociety, ﾠnot ﾠonly ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠresource ﾠitself ﾠbut ﾠ
with ﾠits ﾠprotection ﾠand ﾠconservation ﾠas ﾠwell. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
Furthermore, ﾠ there ﾠ are ﾠ groups ﾠ in ﾠ today’s ﾠ civil ﾠ society ﾠ that ﾠ are ﾠ willing ﾠ to ﾠ
challenge ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ Service’s ﾠ implementation ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
management, ﾠ on ﾠ the ﾠ basis ﾠ of ﾠ their ﾠ right ﾠ to ﾠ participate ﾠ in ﾠ the ﾠ process ﾠ of ﾠ
protection. ﾠ These ﾠ are ﾠ individual ﾠ civilians, ﾠ not ﾠ archaeologists, ﾠ who ﾠ are ﾠ
concerned ﾠ members ﾠ of ﾠ local ﾠ communities ﾠ and ﾠ with ﾠ a ﾠ social ﾠ and ﾠ political ﾠ
background ﾠ that ﾠ gives ﾠ them ﾠ the ﾠ confidence ﾠ to ﾠ even ﾠ face ﾠ the ﾠ Archaeological ﾠ
Service ﾠin ﾠcourt, ﾠnot ﾠfor ﾠtheir ﾠpersonal ﾠgain ﾠor ﾠproperty ﾠbut ﾠto ﾠdefend ﾠthe ﾠway ﾠ
that ﾠ they ﾠ perceive ﾠ a ﾠ public ﾠ resource ﾠ should ﾠ be ﾠ managed. ﾠ These ﾠ cases ﾠ will ﾠ
proliferate ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠfuture ﾠand ﾠeventually ﾠresult ﾠin ﾠa ﾠshift ﾠto ﾠanother ﾠparadigm ﾠin ﾠ
Greek ﾠ archaeological ﾠ resources ﾠ management, ﾠ one ﾠ that ﾠ has ﾠ already ﾠ been ﾠ
foreseen ﾠby ﾠlegislators, ﾠand ﾠthat ﾠwill ﾠallow ﾠfor ﾠmore ﾠintervention ﾠin ﾠwhat ﾠis ﾠnow ﾠ
considered ﾠa ﾠstate ﾠaffair. ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
In ﾠrelation ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠultimate ﾠquestion ﾠthat ﾠthis ﾠresearch ﾠproject ﾠraises, ﾠ‘for ﾠwhom ﾠis ﾠ
archaeology ﾠ practiced ﾠ in ﾠ Greece?’, ﾠ it ﾠ became ﾠ evident ﾠ that ﾠ in ﾠ spite ﾠ of ﾠ good ﾠ
intentions, ﾠarchaeology ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠpracticed ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠclear ﾠand ﾠdeliberate ﾠintention ﾠ ﾠ
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of ﾠ producing ﾠ public ﾠ benefit. ﾠ Rather, ﾠ it ﾠ has ﾠ conveniently ﾠ settled ﾠ into ﾠ a ﾠ close ﾠ
relationship ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠand ﾠhas ﾠat ﾠtimes ﾠplayed, ﾠwillingly ﾠor ﾠunwillingly, ﾠits ﾠ
role ﾠ in ﾠ national ﾠ history ﾠ and ﾠ politics. ﾠ The ﾠ current ﾠ system ﾠ of ﾠ archaeological ﾠ
resource ﾠ management ﾠ might ﾠ have ﾠ been ﾠ effective ﾠ so ﾠ far ﾠ in ﾠ protection ﾠ and ﾠ
conservation, ﾠbut ﾠis ﾠnow ﾠhindering ﾠunderstanding ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠwidening ﾠmeaning ﾠof ﾠ
protection, ﾠ and ﾠ thus ﾠ restricting ﾠ its ﾠ potentially ﾠ greater ﾠ role ﾠ and ﾠ relevance ﾠ in ﾠ
contemporary ﾠsociety. ﾠAlthough ﾠit ﾠwould ﾠbe ﾠwrong ﾠto ﾠsay ﾠthat ﾠarchaeology ﾠin ﾠ
Greece ﾠis ﾠpracticed ﾠto ﾠserve ﾠthe ﾠarchaeologists ﾠor ﾠthe ﾠstate ﾠbureaucracy, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠfair ﾠ
to ﾠassert ﾠthat, ﾠas ﾠcurrently ﾠpracticed, ﾠit ﾠis ﾠnot ﾠbenefiting ﾠthe ﾠpublic ﾠto ﾠthe ﾠextent ﾠ
that ﾠ it ﾠ could. ﾠ The ﾠ need ﾠ to ﾠ redefine ﾠ why ﾠ archaeology ﾠ is ﾠ practiced ﾠ emerges ﾠ as ﾠ a ﾠ
result, ﾠas ﾠthis ﾠwould ﾠallow ﾠfor ﾠan ﾠurgently ﾠneeded ﾠrealignment ﾠalong ﾠthe ﾠlines ﾠ
suggested ﾠin ﾠthis ﾠthesis. ﾠThis ﾠis ﾠthe ﾠparticular ﾠcourse ﾠGreek ﾠarchaeology ﾠhas ﾠto ﾠ
take, ﾠconsidering ﾠits ﾠdevelopment ﾠto ﾠthis ﾠpoint, ﾠin ﾠorder ﾠto ﾠrealise ﾠits ﾠpotential ﾠ
in ﾠterms ﾠof ﾠpublic ﾠengagement ﾠand ﾠvalue. ﾠ ﾠ
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APPENDIX I Timeline of Modern Greek History 
(after Clogg 1992: 269-75) 
1821  Outburst ﾠof ﾠrevolt ﾠin ﾠPeloponnese-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠThe ﾠbeginning ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠWar ﾠof ﾠIndependence 
1827 ﾠ
 
Assembly ﾠof ﾠTroezene ﾠadopts ﾠnew ﾠConstitution ﾠand ﾠelects ﾠKapodistrias ﾠas ﾠ
President 
1831  Assassination ﾠof ﾠPresident ﾠKapodistrias 
1833  Arrival ﾠof ﾠKing ﾠOtto 
1863 ﾠ
 
Prince ﾠChristian ﾠWilliam ﾠFerdinand ﾠAdolphus ﾠGeorge ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDanish ﾠHolstein-ﾭ‐‑
Sonderburg-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠGlucksburg ﾠdynasty ﾠbecomes ﾠGeorge ﾠI, ﾠKing ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠHellenes 
1909  Military ﾠcoup ﾠat ﾠGoudi, ﾠAthens, ﾠleads ﾠto ﾠdownfall ﾠof ﾠgovernment 
1912 ﾠ
 
Outbreak ﾠof ﾠfirst ﾠBalkan ﾠwar: ﾠGreece, ﾠSerbia, ﾠBulgaria ﾠand ﾠMontenegro ﾠattack ﾠthe ﾠ
Ottoman ﾠEmpire 
1923  Treaty ﾠof ﾠLausanne ﾠbetween ﾠGreece ﾠand ﾠTurkey ﾠafter ﾠthe ﾠGreek ﾠarmy ﾠis ﾠdriven ﾠ
from ﾠAsia ﾠMinor-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠThe ﾠdestruction ﾠof ﾠSmyrna 
1940  Italian ﾠinvasion ﾠin ﾠGreece-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠGreek ﾠcounterattack ﾠinto ﾠAlbania 
1941  German ﾠinvasion ﾠin ﾠGreece 
1943  Outbreak ﾠof ﾠcivil ﾠwar ﾠwithin ﾠresistance ﾠto ﾠGermans 
1944  Liberation ﾠof ﾠGreece-ﾭ‐‑Greece ﾠto ﾠBritish ﾠsphere ﾠof ﾠinfluence 
1945  Varkiza ﾠagreement ﾠends ﾠcommunist ﾠinsurgency 
1946  Election ﾠvictory ﾠto ﾠroyalists-ﾭ‐‑ ﾠBeginning ﾠof ﾠcivil ﾠwar 
1947 ﾠ
 
Truman ﾠDoctrine: ﾠmassive ﾠU.S. ﾠmilitary ﾠand ﾠeconomic ﾠassistance ﾠto ﾠnational ﾠ
government 
1949  Formal ﾠclose ﾠof ﾠcivil ﾠwar 
1964  Centre ﾠUnion ﾠwins ﾠelections ﾠwith ﾠdecisive ﾠparliamentary ﾠmajority 
1965 ﾠ
 
Resignation ﾠof ﾠGeorgios ﾠPapandreou ﾠafter ﾠconstitutional ﾠclash ﾠwith ﾠKing ﾠ
Constantine 
1967  Military ﾠcoup 
1974 ﾠ
 
Collapse ﾠof ﾠmilitary ﾠregime ﾠand ﾠsubstitution ﾠwith ﾠcivil ﾠgovernment ﾠby ﾠ
Konstantinos ﾠKaramanlis 
1975  New ﾠConstitution 
1981 ﾠ
 











APPENDIX II Summary Table of Data 





98 ﾠ(Philippi) ﾠ ﾠ
102 ﾠ(Dispilio) ﾠ
84 ﾠ(Delphi) ﾠ
Philippi: ﾠa ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠtwo ﾠpermanent ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologists, ﾠa ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠcouncil ﾠof ﾠKavala ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠPhilippi ﾠ
Festival, ﾠtwo ﾠrepresentatives ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi, ﾠa ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠDiocese, ﾠa ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠEnvironmental ﾠ
Education ﾠCentre ﾠin ﾠPhilippi, ﾠa ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠHellenic ﾠRock ﾠArt ﾠ
Centre ﾠand ﾠtwo ﾠformer ﾠexcavation ﾠworkers ﾠ(11) ﾠ ﾠ
Dispilio: ﾠa ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠa ﾠpermanent ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠa ﾠ
temporary ﾠstate ﾠarchaeologist, ﾠthree ﾠuniversity ﾠexcavation ﾠassociates, ﾠa ﾠ
representative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠmunicipality ﾠof ﾠMakednon ﾠand ﾠtwo ﾠrepresentatives ﾠ
of ﾠformer ﾠlocal ﾠadministrations, ﾠa ﾠrepresentative ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠchurch, ﾠa ﾠ
member ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠAssociation ﾠof ﾠFriends ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlake ﾠsettlement, ﾠa ﾠ
former ﾠexcavation ﾠworker, ﾠmembers ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠlocal ﾠyouth ﾠclub ﾠand ﾠa ﾠpublic ﾠ
speech ﾠby ﾠthe ﾠuniversity ﾠarchaeologist ﾠ ﾠ(14) ﾠ
Semi-ﾭ‐‑structured ﾠ
interviews/qualitative ﾠ
A ﾠdirector, ﾠa ﾠhead ﾠof ﾠsector ﾠand ﾠan ﾠarchaeologist ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠ




and ﾠ15 ﾠmembers ﾠ




Comments ﾠof ﾠsurvey ﾠparticipants ﾠ  ﾠ






State ﾠbudget/quantitative ﾠ Data ﾠon ﾠannual ﾠstate ﾠexpenses ﾠfrom ﾠ1999 ﾠto ﾠ2007 ﾠ  ﾠ
National ﾠStatistical ﾠ
Service/quantitative ﾠ
Population ﾠin ﾠthe ﾠcase ﾠstudies ﾠareas ﾠ
Visitor ﾠnumbers ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠsites ﾠand ﾠmuseums ﾠin ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠ
Delphi ﾠ ﾠ
Economic ﾠactivity ﾠby ﾠregion ﾠ




Formal ﾠcommunication ﾠbetween ﾠthe ﾠEphorate ﾠand ﾠthe ﾠCommunity ﾠof ﾠ
Dispilio ﾠconcerning ﾠthe ﾠarchaeological ﾠsite ﾠ





Newspaper ﾠreports ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠactivity ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠAS, ﾠthe ﾠmeetings ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠCentral ﾠ





Proceedings ﾠof ﾠarchaeological ﾠand ﾠmuseological ﾠconferences ﾠin ﾠGreece ﾠ ﾠ
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Communication/qualitative ﾠ Communication ﾠwith ﾠthe ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠCulture ﾠand ﾠTourism ﾠregarding ﾠ




Municipality ﾠof ﾠPhilippi ﾠand ﾠMinistry ﾠof ﾠTourism ﾠleaflets ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublicity ﾠ
of ﾠtourist ﾠattractions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
Ministry ﾠof ﾠTourism ﾠand ﾠPrefecture ﾠof ﾠKastoria ﾠleaflets ﾠfor ﾠthe ﾠpublicity ﾠof ﾠ
tourist ﾠattractions ﾠof ﾠthe ﾠarea ﾠ
Municipality ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠbrochure ﾠon ﾠthe ﾠhistory ﾠof ﾠDelphi ﾠ
 ﾠ ﾠ
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APPENDIX  III  Questionnaire  on  Archaeology  in 
Krenides, Dispilio and Delphi 
 
Part I- Profile questions 
1. What is your gender?  
1. Male 2. Female 
2. To which age group do you belong?  
1. 18-24 2. 25-39 3. 40-54 4. 55-64 5. 65-79 6. 80 and over 
3. What is your nationality?  
1. Greek 2. Other (specify) 
4. What is your occupation? 
1.  NACE  A-B  2.  NACE  C-F  3.  NACE  G-Q  4.  Unemployed 
5.Undergraduate/Graduate Student 6. Retired 7. Housewife 
5. What is the highest educational level you have reached? 
1. Primary school 2. Junior high school 3. High school 4. University or other 
after high school 
6. For how many years in total have you lived in Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi? 
1. Less than 3 2. 3-10 3. 11-25 4. More than 25 
 
Part II- Perceptions of archaeology and relevance to it 
7. What do you think of when you hear the word ‘archaeology’? 
8. On a scale of 1 (not interested at all) to 10 (extremely interested), how much would 
you say you are interested in archaeology? 
9. What is the primary source of information of what you know about archaeology? 
1.  School  2.  The  media  (newspapers,  magazines,  TV  etc.)  3.  Experience/My 
environs/Life here 4. Work 5. Books 6. Other (specify) 
10. What do you associate archaeology most closely with? 
1. With ancient art 2. With contemporary politics 3. With life in the past 4. With 
national history 5. With tourism 6. Other (specify) 
11. On a scale of 1(strongly disagree) to 10 (strongly agree), do you agree or disagree 
with the following statements?   
1. Greek archaeology‘s national mission is to prove Greece’s glorious past. 
2. Ancient Greek civilisation is the oldest in the world and unsurpassable by any 
other ancient civilisation. 
3. The monuments of the past constitute one of the most important sources, if 
not the most important one, of Greek national identity.  ﾠ
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12.  On  a  scale  of  1  (not  relevant  at  all)  to  10  (extremely  relevant),  do  you  regard 
archaeology as relevant to our lives today? Why? 
13. Do you believe that archaeology has value and if yes, what do you believe is the 
most important value archaeology has? 
1.  Historical-Scientific  2.  Political  3.  Educational-Intellectual  4.  Economic  5. 
Social-Cultural 6. Other (specify) 7. No, archaeology has no value. 
14. What does one have to do according to the law when he/she finds antiquities in 
Greece? 
15. Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece? 
16. Have you ever needed to contact the Archaeological Service? If yes, what was the 
reason?  
1. Yes (specify) 2. No 
16a. If yes, do you feel that your relationship to archaeology in general is influenced by 
state bureaucracy and if so, is it influenced positively or negatively? 
1. Yes 1a. Positively 1b. Negatively 2. No, it is not influenced. 
17. Who do you believe is most concerned with archaeology today? 
1. The state and those responsible 2. Those in the tourist industry 3. All Greeks 
4. The local communities in each archaeological site 5. Others (specify) 
 
Part III-Relation to local archaeology and interest in engaging with it 
18. Do you know of an archaeological site and/or museum in your area? How did you 
find out about this archaeological site(s) or museum(s)? 
1. Yes (specify) 2. No 
19.  Have  you  ever  visited  this  archaeological  site  and/or  museum?  If  yes,  do  you 
remember when you last visited them, or [in Delphi] how often have you visited them?  
1. Yes (specify) 2. No 
[In Delphi] 1. Every day 2. Every week 3. Every month 4. Every six months 5. 
Every year 6. Every three years 7. I do not remember. 8. I have never visited it. 
19a. What was the reason for your last visit?  
[In Delphi] 1. To stroll/walk/exercise 2. With grand/children 3. Out of curiosity 
4. For an event 5. With visitors 6. With school 7. To work 8. Other (specify) 
19ai. What impression did you get from your last visit? 
1. Excellent 2. Very good 3. Good 4. Neither good nor bad 5. Bad 6. Very bad 7. 
Unacceptable 
19b. If no, why? 
20. Do you feel that these archaeological sites/museums belong to you/constitute part 
of your community and if not, to whom would you say that they belong? 
1. Yes 2. No (specify)  ﾠ
 ﾠ 389 ﾠ
21. Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these ruins are your ancestors? Do you feel any relation to them?  
1. Yes 2. No 
22.  Do  you  feel  that  you  have  a  kind  of  responsibility  for,  and/or  rights  to  these 
archaeological sites/museums because you live so close to them?  
1. Yes 2. No 3. Responsibility, yes, rights, no. 
23. Do you feel that information on the archaeological research conducted in the area 
is at your disposal?  
1. Yes 2. No 
24.  Do  you  regard  the  archaeologists’  research  and  interpretation  regarding  the 
settlement as reliable? If no, why?  
1. Yes 2. No (specify) 
25.  What  would  you  do  if  you  wanted  to  become  informed  about  the  most  recent 
results of archaeological research in the area?  
1. Ask family or friends who might know  
2. Read the local newspaper  
3. Visit the excavation site and ask the archaeologists themselves  
4. Ask the archaeologists if you meet them in Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi 
5. Other (specify) 
26. How would you prefer to be informed about the archaeological research in your 
area?  
1. Museum visit 
2. Local television 
3. Local newspaper/magazine or other printed material 
4. Books 
5. Public lectures or announcements in public areas of the community 
6. Guided tour in the area of work 
7. Volunteer participation in the excavation 
8. Family/friends 
9. Internet 
10. Other (specify) 
27. [In Dispilio] Do you know that the archaeological excavation of the lake settlement 
is open to the public while the archaeologists work?  
1. Yes 2. No 
28.  On  a  scale  of  1  (not  interested  at  all)  to  10  (extremely  interested),  if  the 
excavations  were  open  to  the  public  while  the  archaeologists  were  digging  or  [in 
Dispilio] now that the excavation is open, how interested do you think people like you 
would be in visiting it?   ﾠ
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29. On a scale of 1 (not interested at all) to 10 (extremely interested), how interested 
do you think people like you would be in participating voluntarily in the excavation, if 
such an initiative was taken by archaeologists? 
30.  What  disadvantages  do  you  believe  derive  from  the  proximity  of 
Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi to these archaeological sites/museum/excavations? 
31.  What  advantages  do  you  believe  derive  from  the  proximity  of 
Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi to these archaeological sites/museum/excavations? 
32. Do you believe that these archaeological sites/museums improve the quality of life 
in your area?  
1. Yes 2. No 
33. Do you believe that archaeology has been an impediment to the development of 
your area?  
1. Yes 2. No 
34. Do you think that the community of Krenides/Delphi, the local authorities and the 
cultural  associations  should  have  a  say  in  the  management  of  the  archaeological 
sites/museums?  
[In Dispilio] Do you believe that it is better that the Municipality of Makednon manages 
the Ecomuseum instead of the Ministry of Culture and the Archaeological Service? 
1. Yes 2. No 
35. For whom do you believe that archaeology is practiced today in Greece and in your 
area in particular, or for whom do you believe that archaeologists work today in Greece 
and in your area in particular? 
[In Delphi] 1.  For everyone’s benefit (society, discipline etc) 2. For their own benefit 
(their research interest,  their studies etc) 3. Both previous answers  4. For  the state. 
They do their job. 5. Other (specify) 
 
Part IV- About culture in the area in general 
36. Have you ever visited other archaeological sites/museums?  
1. Yes 2. No 
37. If yes, how often do you visit an archaeological site in general? 
1. Almost never 2. Once every three years 3. About once a year 4. More than 
once a year 
38. [In Krenides] Do you know of the Philippi Festival? If yes, do you attend it?  
1. Yes 2. No 
38. [In Dispilio] Do you know whether your area has special environmental value?  
1. Yes 2. No 
38. [In Delphi] Is Delphi included in the UNESCO World Heritage List?  
1. Yes 2. No  ﾠ
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38a. [In Krenides] If yes, how regularly would you say that you attend the festival’s 
events? 
1. Almost never 2. Once every three years 3. About once a year 4. More than 
once a year 
38a. [In Dispilio] Do you know of the European network ‘Natura 2000’?  






 ﾠ 392 ﾠ




Table 3 What is your employment sector? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
 ﾠ Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
 
Valid 




Primary sector (NACE A-B)  5  6.1  5  5.4  0  0 




   Tertiary sector (NACE G- Q)  22  26.8  33  35.5  59  70.2 
Total 
  36    50    59   
Unemployed  1  1.2  9  9.7  6  7.1 
Undergraduate/Graduate 
student  6  7.3  10  10.8  1  1.2 






Housewife  21  25.6  17  18.3  3  3.6 
Total  46    43    25   
Total  82  100.0  93  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing  16    9       
Total  98    102       
The number of missing values in the cases of Krenides and Dispilio refers to private employees 
who  did  not  specify  their  employment  sector.  They  were  added  to  the  number  of  employed 
participants resulting in 50 employed participants in Krenides and 59 in Dispilio. 
 
 
Table 4 What is your highest educational qualification? 
Krenides ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ Delphi ﾠ
 ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ
Primary school ﾠ 31 ﾠ 31.6 ﾠ 28 ﾠ 27.5 ﾠ 10 ﾠ 12.0 ﾠ Compulsory 
or less ﾠ Junior high school ﾠ 17 ﾠ 17.3 ﾠ 18 ﾠ 17.6 ﾠ 14 ﾠ 16.9 ﾠ
High school ﾠ 43 ﾠ 43.9 ﾠ 45 ﾠ 44.1 ﾠ 45 ﾠ 54.2 ﾠ More than 
compulsory 
  ﾠ
University graduate ﾠ 7 ﾠ 7.1 ﾠ 11 ﾠ 10.8 ﾠ 14 ﾠ 16.9 ﾠ
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Table 5 Gender by employment condition in Krenides 
Employment condition   
Employed  Unemployed   Total 
33  18  51  Male 
66%  38%  52% 
17  30  47 
Gender 
Female 
34%  63%  48% 
50  48  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.970, df= 1, p= .005) 
 
Table 6 Gender by employment condition in Dispilio 
Employment condition   
Employed  Unemployed   Total 
40  16  56  Male 
68%  37%  55% 
19  27  46 
Gender 
Female 
32%  63%  45% 
59  43  102  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 9.398, df= 1, p= .002) 
 ﾠ
Table 7 Gender by years of residence in Krenides 
Years of residence   
For less than 10 years For 11 to 25 years  For more than 25 years  Total 
4  11  36  51  Male 
21%  44%  67%  52% 
15  14  18  47 
Gender  
Female 
79%  56%  33%  48% 
19  25  54  98  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 12.586, df= 2, p= .002) 
 
Table 8 Gender by years of residence in Delphi 
Years of residence   
For less than 10 years For 11 to 25 years  For more than 25 years  Total 
4  4  37  45  Male 
36%  22%  67%  54% 
7  14  18  39 
Gender  
Female 
64%  78%  33%  46% 
11  18  55  84  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
 (chi-square= 12.573, df= 2, p= .002) 
 
  ﾠ
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Table 9 Age by educational level in Krenides 
Age   
18 to 39 years 
old 
40 to 64 years 
old 
65 years old or 
more  Total 
12  22  14  48  Compulsory 
education or less  27.9%  56.4%  87.5%  49.0% 





72.1%  43.6%  12.5%  51.0% 
43  39  16  98  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
(chi-square= 18.003, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 10 Age by educational level in Dispilio 
Age   
18 to 39 years 
old 
40 to 64 years 
old 
65 years old 
or more  Total 
5  29  12  46  Compulsory education or 
less  10.9%  67.4%  92.3%  45.1% 
41  14  1  56 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   89.1%  32.6%  7.7%  54.9% 
46  43  13  102  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
(chi-square= 42.139, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 11 Age by educational level in Delphi 
Age   
18 to 39 years 
old 
40 to 64 years 
old 
65 years old 
or more  Total 
3  14  7  24  Compulsory education or 
less  8.3%  38.9%  63.6%  28.9% 
33  22  4  59 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   91.7%  61.1%  36.4%  71.1% 
36  36  11  83  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
(chi-square= 15.613, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 12 Age by frequency of attendance to the the festival in Krenides 
Age   
18 to 39 
years old 
40 to 64 
years old 
65 years old 
or more  Total 
13  10  11  34  Rarely or once every 
three years  39.4%  26.3%  73.3%  39.5% 
20  28  4  52 
Frequency of 
attendance to the 
festival 
About or more than 
once a year  60.6%  73.7%  26.7%  60.5% 
33  38  15  86  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  ﾠ
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(chi-square= 9.946, df= 2, p= .007) 
 
Table 13 Educational level by employment condition in Krenides 
Educational level   
Compulsory education or 
less 
More than compulsory 
education   Total 
15  35  50  Employed 
31%  70%  51% 
33  15  48 
Employment 
Unemployed  
69%  30%  49% 
48  50  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 14.715, df= 1, p= .000) 
 
Table 14 Educational level by employment condition in Delphi 
Educational level   
Compulsory education or 
less 
More than compulsory 
education   Total 
11  48  59  Employed 
46%  81%  71% 
13  11  24 
Employment 
Unemployed 
54%  19%  29% 
24  59  83  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 10.473, df= 1, p= .001) 
 
Table 15 For how many years in total have you lived in Krenides/Dispilio/Delphi? 
Krenides ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ Delphi ﾠ  
Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ
For less than 3 years ﾠ 6 ﾠ 6.1 ﾠ 1 ﾠ 1.0 ﾠ 2 ﾠ 2.4 ﾠ
For 3 to 10 years ﾠ 13 ﾠ 13.3 ﾠ 7 ﾠ 6.9 ﾠ 9 ﾠ 10.7 ﾠ
For 11 to 25 years ﾠ 25 ﾠ 25.5 ﾠ 36 ﾠ 35.3 ﾠ 18 ﾠ 21.4 ﾠ
For more than 25 years ﾠ 54 ﾠ 55.1 ﾠ 58 ﾠ 56.9 ﾠ 55 ﾠ 65.5 ﾠ



















Site/s ﾠ 4 ﾠ 4.1 ﾠ Way of life of ancient 
people ﾠ
2 ﾠ 2.0 ﾠ Monuments ﾠ 5 ﾠ 6.0 ﾠ
Excavations ﾠ 2 ﾠ 2.0 ﾠ Excavations ﾠ 7 ﾠ 6.9 ﾠ Museum/s ﾠ 4 ﾠ 4.8 ﾠ
People living in the old times ﾠ 2 ﾠ 2.0 ﾠ Monuments ﾠ 4  3.9  Discipline  2  2.4 
Ancient buildings/Ruins  2  2.0  Statues  3  2.9  Antiquity  1  1.2 
Discoveries/Findings  3  3.1  Discipline/ Research  3  2.9  Ancient Greek culture  2  2.4 
Ancient Greece/Greeks  2  2.0  Antiquity  1  1.0  Ancient Greece  1  1.2 
Bones of ancient Greeks  1  1.0  Antiquities  3  2.9  Findings  1  1.2 
Antiquity  1  1.0  Ancient culture  1  1.0  Culture  8  9.6 
Ancient culture  1  1.0  Source of information 
about how all started 
1  1.0  Greek culture  3  3.6 
The archaeologists  2  2.0  Finding of ancient 
objects/ Findings 
6  5.9  History  6  7.2 
The archaeological service  1  1.0  Search/ Digging  2  2.0  Prehistory  1  1.2 
Culture  12  12.2  Artefacts  4  3.9  The past  1  1.2 
History  5  5.1  Ancient Greece  2  2.0  The people who are 
preoccupied with it 
1  1.2 






Myth  1  1.0  Museums  1  1.0  The twelve gods  1  1.2 
Documentaries  1  1.0  Culture  7  6.9  The site/ museum in 
Delphi 
25  30.1 
Books  1  1.0  The past  3  2.9  My grandmother's 
narration about how they 
left the old village 
1  1.2 
Philip the Second/ Alexander 
the Great 
3  3.1  The old times  3  2.9  Ancestors  1  1.2 
Aphrodite of Melos  1  1.0  History  2  2.0  Something distant in time  1  1.2 
Olympia  1  1.0  Prehistory  2  2.0  Something I like/ sacred/ 
invaluable 
9  10.8 
The ancient theatre in 
Philippi 
8  8.2  The Acropolis  1  1.0  Difficulties, expropriations, 
prohibitions, 'arrangement’ 
6  7.2 
My/ Our place  5  5.1  Alexander the Great  1  1.0  Nothing  2  2.4 
The site/ antiquities in 
Philippi 
6  6.1  The lake settlement in 
my area 
9  8.8  Total  83  100.0 
Ancestors/ Roots  3  3.1  Employment  2  2.0       
Employment  3  3.1  My husband who is 
working for the 
archaeologists 
1  1.0       
My son who is working for 
the archaeologists 
1  1.0  Nice/ Good/ Important 
thing 
8  7.8       
The fact that archaeologists 
used to stay at my house 
1  1.0  Interests, money, 
problems, dangerous, 
dictatorship, stones 
6  5.9       
Curiosity, if they existed and 
how they lived 
1  1.0  Everything  1  1.0       
Something nice/ I like/ 
valuable 






Trouble, problem, mess, 
bribe/ Boring/ I'm sick of it. 
6  6.1  Something ancient/ old  5  4.9       
Something ancient  3  3.1  Nothing  4  3.9       
Nothing  1  1.0  Fossils  1  1.0       
Stones  3  3.1  Holes, stones  4  3.9       
Total  98  100.0  Total  102  100.0       
 
Table 17 What do you think of when you hear the word 'archaeology'? - Reduced categories 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi   
Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent 
Accurate associations  21  21.4  40  39.2  15  18.5 
Reasonable associations  21  21.4  18  17.6  20  24.7 
Synecdoche  5  5.1  2  2.0  2  2.5 
Appropriated associations  31  31.6  16  15.7  28  34.6 
Value judgments  16  16.3  14  13.7  15  18.5 
Vague associations  3  3.1  7  6.9  0  0 
Nothing  1  1.0  4  3.9  1  1.2 
False  0  0  1  1.0  0  0 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  81  100.0 
  ﾠ
Table 18 Wh a t  do  you  th in k o f  w h en  you  h e a r  the  w o r d ‘ a r ch a e o l og y’  by k n ow l e dg e o f 
'Natura 2000' in Dispilio 
Associations of archaeology   





false)  Appropriated  Value  Total 
14  8  4  2  9  37  Yes 
36%  47%  29%  13%  64%  37 
25  9  10  14  5  63 
Have you heard of 
the environmental 
network ‘Natura 
2000’?  No 
64%  53%  71%  88%  36%  63 
39  17  14  16  14  100  Total 
100  100  100  100  100  100 
(chi-square= 9.777, df= 4, p= .044) 
 
 ﾠ
Table 19 How much would you say you are interested in archaeology? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent 
Uninterested  14  14.3  22  21.8  3  3.6 
Neither interested nor 
uninterested  22  22.4  22  21.8  22  26.2 
Interested  62  63.3  57  56.4  59  70.2 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing      1       
Total      102       
 
 ﾠ
Table 20 Interest in archaeology by educational level in Krenides 
Interest in archaeology   
Uninterested 
Neither interested 
nor uninterested  Interested  Total 
3  9  36  48  Compulsory 
education or less  21%  41%  58%  49% 
11  13  26  50 
Education 
More than 
compulsory education   79%  59%  42%  51% 
14  22  62  98  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
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Table 21 ‘Greek archaeology’s national mission is to prove Greece’s glorious past’. 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Disagree  6  6.1  6  5.9  7  8.4 
Neither agree nor 





Agree  85  86.7  84  83.2  69  83.1 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing      1    1   
Total      102    84   
 
Table 22 Ancient Greek civilisation is the oldest in the world and unsurpassable by any 
other ancient civilisation’. 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Disagree  12  12.2  16  16.0  13  15.7 
Neither agree nor 
disagree  13  13.3  12  12.0  6  7.2 
Agree  73  74.5  72  72.0  64  77.1 
Total  98  100.0  100  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing      2    1   
Total      102    84   
 
Table 23 'The monuments of past constitute one of the most important sources, if not the 
most important one, of Greek national identity’. 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Disagree  2  2.0  0  0  1  1.2 
Neither agree nor 
disagree  0  0  2  2.0  2  2.4 
Agree  96  98.0  99  98.0  81  96.4 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing      1       
Total      102       
 
Table 24 Opinions to ‘Ancient Greek civilisation' statement by educational level in Dispilio 
Ancient Greek civilisation   
Disagree 
Neither agree 
nor disagree  Agree  Total 
2  3  39  44  Compulsory  education  or 
less  13%  25%  54%  44% 
14  9  33  56 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   88%  75%  46%  56% 
16  12  72  100  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 11.222, df= 2, p= .004)  ﾠ
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Table 25 Do you regard archaeology as relevant to our lives today? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Irrelevant  48  50.0  21  20.8  44  52.4 
Neither  relevant  nor 
irrelevant  34  35.4  43  42.6  25  29.8 
Relevant  14  14.6  37  36.6  15  17.9 
Total  96  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing  2    1       
Total  98    102       
 
 
Table 26 Relevance of archaeology by employment condition in Krenides 
Employment   
Employed  Unemployed   Total 
28  20  48  Irrelevant 
57%  43%  50% 
19  15  34  Neither relevant neither irrelevant 
39%  32%  35% 
2  12  14 
Relevance  
Relevant 
4%  26%  15% 
49  47  96  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square=8.909 , df= 2, p= .012) 
 
 
Table 27 Relevance of archaeology by frequency of attendance to the Philippi Festival in 
Krenides 





irrelevant  Relevant  Total 
24  6  3  33  Rarely or once every three 
years  51%  21%  30%  39% 
23  22  7  52 
Frequency of 
attendance to the 
festival 
About or more than once a 
year  49%  79%  70%  61% 
47  28  10  85  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
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Table 28 Relevance of archaeology by gender in Delphi 
Relevance of archaeology   
Irrelevant 
Neither relevant nor 
irrelevant  Relevant  Total 
32  10  3  45  Male 
72.7%  40.0%  20.0%  53.6% 
12  15  12  39 
What is your gender?  
Female 
27.3%  60.0%  80.0%  46.4% 
44  25  15  84  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
 (chi-square= 15.140, df= 2, p= .001) 
 
Table 29 Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 






25  25.5  33  32.4  61  72.6 
I don't know.  69  70.4  65  63.7  15  17.9 
The police  1  1.0  1  1.0  0  0 




2  2.0  0  0  0  0 
The Prefecture  0  0  2  2.0  0  0 
The Minister/The 




0  0  0  0  5  6 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table 30 Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece by gender in 
Krenides 
Responsible service   
The Archaeological Service  I don't know  Total 
18  32  50  Male 
72%  46%  53% 
7  37  44 
Gender  
Female 
28%  54%  47% 
25  69  94  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.839, df= 1, p= .028) 
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Table 31 Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece by gender in 
Dispilio 
Responsible service   
The Archaeological Service  I don't know  Total 
24  30  54  Male 
73%  46%  55% 
9  35  44 
Gender  
Female 
27%  54%  45% 
33  65  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.247, df= 1, p= .012) 
 
Table 32 Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece by educational 
level in Krenides 
Responsible service   
The Archaeological Service  I don't know  Total 
8  38  46  Compulsory education or 
less  32.0%  55.1%  48.9% 
17  31  48 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   68.0%  44.9%  51.1% 
25  69  94  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
(chi-square= 3.909, df= 1, p= .048) 
 
Table 33 Who is responsible for antiquities according to the law in Greece by educational 
level in Dispilio 
Responsible service   
The Archaeological Service  I don't know  Total 
10  34  44  Compulsory education or 
less  30.3%  52.3%  44.9% 
23  31  54 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   69.7%  47.7%  55.1% 
33  65  98  Total 
100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 
(chi-square= 4.284, df= 1, p= .038) 
 
Table 34 Have you ever needed to contact the Archaeological Service? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  38  38.8  8  7.8  43  51.2 
No  60  61.2  94  92.2  41  48.8 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
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Table 35 Need to contact the Archaeological Service by employment condition in Delphi 
Need to contact the Archaeological Service   
Yes  No  Total 
26  33  59  Employed 
60%  80%  70% 
17  8  25 
Employment 
Unemployed  
40%  20%  30% 
43  41  84  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.025, df= 1, p= .045) 
 
 
Table 36 If yes, do you feel that your relationship to archaeology in general is influenced 
by state bureaucracy and if so, is it influenced positively or negatively? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes, it is influenced 




Yes, it is influenced 
negatively.  16  42.1  4  50.0  30  69.8 
No, it is not influenced.  20  52.6  4  50.0  13  30.2 
  
Total  38  100.0  8  100.0  43  100.0 
 
 
Table 37 Influence by state bureaucracy by employment condition in Delphi 
Influenced by state bureaucracy    
Yes, it is influenced negatively.  No, it is not influenced.  Total 
23  3  26  Employed 
77%  23%  60% 
7  10  17 
Employment 
Unemployed  
23%  77%  40% 
30  13  43  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
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Table 38 How did you find out about this archaeological site by gender in Dispilio  
Knowledge of archaeological site   
I knew before the 
excavation started 
I found out when the 
excavation started 
I moved in/ was born after 
the excavations had started  Total 
31  15  6  52  Male 
67%  39%  46%  54% 
15  23  7  45 
Gender  
Female 
33%  61%  54%  46% 
46  38  13  97  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.857, df= 2, p= .032) 
 
Table  39  Have  you  ever  visited  this  archaeological  site/museum  and  if  yes,  do  you 
remember when was the last time? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 




day  3  3.1  20  19.6  11  13.1 
The other day/ Last 
week/ Every week  7  7.1  32  31.4  7  8.3 
Often/Regularly/Last 
month/Every month  11  11.2  10  9.8  5  6.0 
Recently/ In the last six 
months/Every six 
months 
28  28.6  11  10.8  12  14.3 
A year ago/Once a 
year/Every year  5  5.1  16  15.7  13  15.5 
More than a year ago  44  44.9  11  10.8  19  22.6 
I don’t remember  0  0  1  1.0  16  19.0 
I haven’t visited it  0  0  1  1.0  1  1.2 
 Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
 
Table 40 Frequency of visits to local arch. site/museum by gender in Delphi 
Frequency of visits   
From 
today/yesterday






to recently/in the last 
six months/every six 
months 
From a year 
ago/ every year 






visited it  Total 
15  9  13  8  45  Male 
83%  53%  41%  47%  54% 
3  8  19  9  39 
Gender  
Female 
17%  47%  59%  53%  46% 
18  17  32  17  84  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 8.859, df= 3, p= .031)  ﾠ
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Table 41 What was the reason for your last visit? 
 Krenides  Freq.  Val.Per.   Dispilio  Freq.  Val.Per.   Delphi  Freq. 
      
Val.Per. 
To walk/ 
exercise  25  25.8  To walk/ 
exercise  31  30.7  To walk/ 












5  6.0 
To attend 
an event  30  30.9  To attend 
an event  22  21.8  To attend 
an event  11  13.1 
With visitors  12  12.4  With visitors  6  5.9  With visitors  23  27.4 
To work  5  5.2  To work  4  4.0  To work  7  8.3 




1  1.0 
To visit the 
archaeologi
sts or the 
workers 




9  10.7 
 
 
To hunt  1  1.0 
 
 






5  6.0 
To collect 








84  100.0 
I don't 
remember  1  1.0  To go to my 
boat  1  1.0 
 Total  97  100.0  I don't 
remember  2  2.0 
       Total  101  100.0 
 
Table 42 What impression did you get from your last visit to the arch. site/museum? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Positive  53  57.6  78  78.8  58  69.9 
Negative  37  40.2  17  17.2  14  16.9 
Neutral  2  2.2  4  4.0  11  13.2 
Total  92  100.0  99  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing  6    3    1   
Total  98    102    84   
 
Table 43 Impression from last visit by age in Krenides 
Impression from last visit    
Positive  Negative  Total 
17  20  37  18 to 39 years old 
32%  54%  41% 
24  15  39  40 to 64 years old 
45%  41%  43% 
12  2  14 
Age 
65 years old or more 
23%  5%  16% 
53  37  90  Total 
100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
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(chi-square= 6.835, df= 2, p= .033) 
 
Table 44 Impression from last visit by knowledge of ‘Natura 2000’ in Dispilio 
Impression from last visit   
Yes  No  Total 
23  11  34  Yes 
30%  65%  37% 
53  6  59 




70%  35%  63% 
76  17  93  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.106, df= 1, p= .008) 
 
Table 45 Have you ever visited other archaeological sites/museums and if yes, how often 
do you visit another archaeological site/museum in general? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Rarely  35  35.7  32  31.7  22  26.2 
Once  every  three 
years  22  22.4  29  28.7  34  40.5 
About once a year  18  18.4  19  18.8  24  28.6 
More than once a year  4  4.1  6  5.9  3  3.6 




19  19.4  15  14.9  1  1.2 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing      1       
Total      102       
 
Table 46 Frequency of visits to other archaeological sites/museums by educational level in 
Krenides 







once a year  Never  Total 
19  6  7  2  14  48  Compulsory 
education or less  54%  27%  39%  50%  74%  49% 





46%  73%  61%  50%  26%  51% 
35  22  18  4  19  98  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
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Table  47 F r e q u e n c y  o f  a t t e n d a n c e  t o  t h e  f e s t i v a l  b y  f r e q u e n c y  o f  v i s i t s  t o  o t h e r  a r c h .  
sites/museums in Krenides 







once a year  Never  Total 
18  5  2  1  8  34  Rarely or once 
every three years  60%  25%  12%  33%  50%  40% 




About or more 
than once a year  40%  75%  88%  67%  50%  60% 
30  20  17  3  16  86  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 13.289, df= 4, p= .010) 
 
Table 48 Frequency of visits to other arch. sites/ museums by gender in Dispilio 
Frequency of visits to other arch. sites/museums    
 
  Rarely 
Once every 
three years 
About once a 
year 
More than 
once a year  Never  Total 
24  11  7  3  10  55  Male 
75%  38%  37%  50%  67%  54% 
8  18  12  3  5  46 
Gender  
Female 
25%  62%  63%  50%  33%  46% 
32  29  19  6  15  101  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 11.965, df= 4, p= .018) 
 
Table 49 Frequency of visits to other arch. sites/museum by knowledge of 'Natura 2000' in 
Dispilio 







once a year  Never  Total 
11  13  5  6  2  37  Yes 
35%  45%  26%  100%  13%  37% 
20  16  14  0  13  63 
Have you heard of 
the environmental 
network ‘Natura 
2000’?  No 
65%  55%  74%  0%  87%  63% 
31  29  19  6  15  100  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
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Table 50 Do you feel that information on the archaeological research conducted in the area 
is at your disposal? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  40  40.8  49  48.5  35  41.7 
No  50  51.0  35  34.7  46  54.8 
Yes, only if you 
ask.  8  8.2  17  16.8  2  2.4 
Some yes, 
some no  0  0  0  0  1  1.2 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing      1       
Total      102       
 
Table 51 Do you feel that information on the archaeological research conducted in the area 
is at your disposal by educational level in Dispilio 
Access to current research   
Yes  No  Yes, if you ask.  Total 
30  11  5  46  Compulsory  education  or 
less  61%  31%  29%  46% 
19  24  12  55 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   39%  69%  71%  54% 
49  35  17  101  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 9.453, df= 2, p= .009) 
 
Table  52  Do  you  regard  the  archaeologists’  research  and  interpretation  regarding  the 
settlement as reliable? If no, why? 
Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent 
Yes  82  81.2  67  79.8 
No  17  16.8  17  20.2 
I don't know  2  2.0  0  0 
Total  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing System  1       
Total  102       
 
Table  53  Do  you  regard  the  archaeologists’  research  and  interpretation  regarding  the 
settlement as reliable by gender in Delphi 
Reliability of research   
Yes  No  Total 
31  14  45  Male 
46%  82%  54% 
36  3  39 
Gender  
Female 
54%  18%  46% 
67  17  84  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.098, df= 1, p= .008)  ﾠ
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Table 54  What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most recent 
results of archaeological research in the area? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Ask family or 
friends who 
might know. 
29  30.9  10  9.8  24  28.6 
Read the local 




and ask the 
archaeologists. 
31  33.0  79  77.5  39  46.4 
Ask the 
archaeologists if 
seen in Krenides. 
8  8.5  5  4.9  12  14.3 
I don't know  1  1.1  0  0  0  0 
Nothing  1  1.1  0  0  0  0 
Watch the local 
TV channel  1  1.1 
0  0  0  0 
Internet.  0  0  2  2.0  3  3.6 
I am not 
interested.  0  0 
1 
1.0 
   
There is no one 
to inform you.  0  0 
0 




0  0 
0 
0  1  1.2 
Total  94  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing System  4    0       
Total  98    102       
 
Table 55  What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most recent 
results of archaeological research in the area by employment condition in Krenides 
Information   
Visit the archaeological 
site/museum and ask the 
archaeologists or ask the 
archaeologists if seen in 
Krenides 
Ask family or friends 
who might know/ Read 
the local newspaper/ 
Watch the local TV 
channel  Total 
27  20  47  Employed 
69%  38%  51% 
12  33  45 
Employment 
Unemployed  
31%  62%  49% 
39  53  92  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
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Table 56  What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most recent 
results of archaeological research in the area by educational level in Dispilio 
Information   
Visit the archaeological 
site/museum and ask the 
archaeologists or ask the 
archaeologists if seen in 
Dispilio 
Ask family or friends 
who might know/ Read 
the local newspaper/ 
Watch the local TV 
channel  Total 
12  31  43  Compulsory education or 
less  31%  58%  47% 
27  22  49 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   69%  42%  53% 
39  53  92  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.936, df= 1, p= .008) 
 
Table 57  What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most recent 
results of archaeological research in the area by age in Dispilio 
Information   
Visit the archaeological 
site/museum and ask the 
archaeologists or ask the 
archaeologists if seen in Dispilio 
Ask family or friends 
who might know/ 
Read the local 
newspaper/ Internet  Total 
43  3  46  18 to 39 years old 
51%  18%  46% 
35  7  42  40 to 64 years old 
42%  41%  42% 
6  7  13 
Age 
65 years old or more 
7%  41%  13% 
84  17  101  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 16.217, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 58  What would you do if you wanted to become informed about the most recent 
results of archaeological research in the area by gender in Delphi 
Information   
Visit the archaeological site/ 
museum and ask the archaeologists 
or ask the archaeologists if seen in 
Delphi 
Ask family or friends who 
might know/ Read the local 
newspaper/ Internet  Total 
32  12  44  Male 
63%  39%  54% 
19  19  38 
Gender 
Female 
37%  61%  46% 
51  31  82  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.479, df= 1, p= .034) 
  ﾠ
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Table 59 Do you feel that these archaeological sites/museums belong to you/constitute 
part of your community and if not, to whom would you say that they belong? 
Krenides ﾠ Dispilio ﾠ Delphi ﾠ
 ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ Freq. ﾠ
Valid 
Percent ﾠ
Yes ﾠ 73 ﾠ 74.5 ﾠ 77 ﾠ 76.2 ﾠ 55 ﾠ 65.5 ﾠ
No ﾠ 24 ﾠ 24.5 ﾠ 24 ﾠ 23.8 ﾠ 29 ﾠ 34.5 ﾠ
Yes and no. Life is 
difficult. ﾠ 1 ﾠ 1.0 ﾠ
0 ﾠ
0 ﾠ 0 ﾠ 0 ﾠ
Total ﾠ 98 ﾠ 100.0 ﾠ 101 ﾠ 100.0 ﾠ 84 ﾠ 100.0 ﾠ
Missing ﾠSystem ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ 1 ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ
Total ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ 102 ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ  ﾠ
 
Table 60 Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these remains are your ancestors? Do you feel any relation to them? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  69  71.1  54  53.5  66  78.6 
No  28  28.9  47  46.5  15  17.9 
Yes and No  0  0  0  0  3  3.6 
Total  97  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing 
System  1    1       
Total  98    102       
 
Table 61 Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these remains are your ancestors by age in Krenides 
Feeling of ancestry    
Yes  No  Total 
23  20  43  18 to 39 years old 
33%  71%  44% 
33  6  39  40 to 64 years old 
48%  21%  40% 
13  2  15 
Age 
65 years old or more 
19%  7%  15% 
69  28  97  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
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Table 62 Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these remains are your ancestors by age in Dispilio 
Feeling of ancestry   
Yes  No  Total 
15  31  46  18 to 39 years old 
28%  66%  46% 
29  14  43  40 to 64 years old 
54%  30%  43% 
10  2  12 
Age 
65 years old or more 
19%  4%  12% 
54  47  101  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 15.721, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 63 Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these remains are your ancestors by education in Krenides 
Feeling of ancestry    
Yes  No  Total 
38  9  47  Compulsory education or less 
55%  32%  48% 
31  19  50 
Education 
More than compulsory education  
45%  68%  52% 
69  28  97  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.193, df= 1, p= .041) 
 
Table 64 Do you feel that the people who lived in the area from Neolithic times and left 
these remains are your ancestors by educational level in Dispilio 
Feeling of ancestry   
Yes  No  Total 
31  14  45  Compulsory education or less 
57%  30%  45% 
23  33  56 
Education 
More than compulsory education  
43%  70%  55% 
54  47  101  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.760, df= 1, p= .005) 
   
Table 65  Do  you  feel  that  you  have  a  kind  of  responsibility  for  and/or  rights  to  these 
archaeological sites/museums because you live so close to them? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency  Val.Perc.  Frequency  Val.Perc.  Frequency  Val.Perc. 
Yes  62  63.3  61  60.4  65  77.4 
No  10  10.2  14  13.9  7  8.3 
Responsibility yes, 
rights no.  26  26.5  26  25.7  12  14.3 
Total  98  101  101  100.0  84  100.0  ﾠ
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Missing      1       
Total      102       
 
 
Table 66 If the excavation was open to the public while archaeologists were digging, how 
interested do you think that people like you would be in visiting it? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Uninterested  27  30.0  48  49.0  42  50.6 
Neither interested nor 
uninterested  24  26.7  24  24.5  23  27.7 
Interested  39  43.3  26  26.5  18  21.7 
Total  90  100.0  98  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing System  8    4    1   
Total  98    102    84   
 
 
Table 67 How interested do you think people like you would be in participating voluntarily 
in the excavation, if such an initiative was taken by the archaeologists?  
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Uninterested  28  30.8  43  43.9  31  37.3 
Neither interested nor 
uninterested  21  23.1  19  19.4  21  25.3 
Interested  42  46.2  36  36.7  31  37.3 
Total  91  100.0  98  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing System  7    4    1   
Total  98    102    84   
 
 
Table 68 Interest in voluntary participation in the excavation by frequency of attendance to 
the Philippi Festival in Krenides 
Interest in voluntary participation    
Uninterested 
Neither interested 
nor uninterested  Interested  Total 
10  2  20  32  Rarely or once every 
three years  42%  11%  54%  40% 




About or more than once 
a year  58%  89%  46%  60% 
24  19  37  80  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
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Table 69 Interest in voluntary participation in the excavation by gender in Dispilio 
Interest in voluntary participation   
Uninterested 
Neither interested 
nor uninterested  Interested  Total 
30  8  16  54  Male 
70%  42%  44%  55% 
13  11  20  44 
Gender  
Female 
30%  58%  56%  45% 
43  19  36  98  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.688, df= 2, p= .035) 
 
Table 70 Interest in voluntary participation in the excavation by gender in Delphi 
Interest in voluntary participation   
Uninterested 
Neither interested nor 
uninterested  Interested  Total 
20  14  11  45  Male 
65%  67%  35%  54% 
11  7  20  38 
Gender  
Female 
35%  33%  65%  46% 
31  21  31  83  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.019, df= 2, p= .030) 
 
Table 71 What is the primary source of information of what you know about archaeology? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
School education  36  37.1  23  22.8  15  17.9 
The media (i.e. newspaper, 
magazines, television etc)  8  8.2  19  18.8  2  2.4 
Experience/My 
environs/Life here  35  36.1  41  40.6  42  50.0 
Work  4  4.1  5  5.0  6  7.1 
Books  12  12.4  12  11.9  18  21.4 
Internet  1  1.0  0  0  0  0 
My husband/ 
My daughter  1  1.0  1  1.0  0  0 
People, books and 
personal research  0  0  0  0   
1  1.2 
 Total  97  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing System  1    1       
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Table 72 Primary source of information by educational level in Krenides 
(chi-square= 16.324, df= 2, p= .000) 
 
Table 73 Primary source of information by educational level in Dispilio 








daughter  Total 
7  11  28  46  Compulsory education 
or less  30%  35%  60%  46% 
16  20  19  55 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   70%  65%  40%  54% 
23  31  47  101  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 7.113, df= 2, p= .029) 
 
Table 74 What do you associate archaeology most closely with? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent 
To ancient art  12  12.4  34  33.3  30  35.7 
To contemporary politics  2  2.1  1  1.0  0  0 
To life in the past  31  32.0  39  38.2  19  22.6 
To national history  35  36.1  14  13.7  17  20.2 
To tourism  16  16.5  14  13.7  14  16.7 
To archaeologists who work only 
for the salary and whatever they 
can steal 
1  1.0  0  0 
 
0  0 
To ancient civilisation and 
technology  0  0  0  0   
1  1.2 
To discovering and counting 
findings  0  0  0  0   
1  1.2 
To god Apollo  0  0  0  0  1  1.2 
To the connection of all past 
human conditions and their 
comparison 
0  0  0  0 
 
1  1.2 
Total  97  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing System  1           








husband  Total 
10  8  29  47  Compulsory  education  or 
less  28%  38%  73%  48% 
26  13  11  50 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   72%  62%  28%  52% 
36  21  40  97  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
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Total  98           
 
Table 75 Do you believe that archaeology has value and if yes, what do you believe is the 
most important value it has? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Historical-scientific value  42  42.9  49  48.0  31  36.9 
Political value  4  4.1  1  1.0  2  2.4 
Educational-intellectual 
value  30  30.6  27  26.5  26  31.0 
Economic value  8  8.2  6  5.9  5  6.0 
Social-cultural value  14  14.3  18  17.6  20  23.8 
Other/ Unspecified  0  0  1  1.0  0  0 
 Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table  76 V a l u e s  o f  a r c h a e o l o g y  b y  f r e q u e n c y  o f  a t t e n d a n c e  t o  t h e  P h i l i p p i  F e s t i v a l  i n  
Krenides 








cultural  Total 
17  8  7  2  34  Rarely or once 
every three years  44%  80%  29%  15%  40% 




About or more 
than once a year  56%  20%  71%  85%  60% 
39  10  24  13  86  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 11.369, df= 3, p= .010) 
 
Table 77 Tourism as an advatage of archaeology 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  59  60.2  78  76.5  67  79.8 
No  39  39.8  24  23.5  17  20.2 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table 78 Tourism as an advantage of archaeology by employment condition in Krenides 
Tourism   
Yes  No  Total 
24  26  50  Employed 
41%  67%  51% 
35  13  48 
Employment 
Unemployed  
59%  33%  49% 
59  39  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.346, df= 1, p= .012) 
  ﾠ
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Table 79 Tourism as an advantage of archaeology by educational level in Dispilio 
Tourism   
Yes  No  Total 
31  15  46  Compulsory education 
or less  40%  63%  45% 
47  9  56 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   60%  38%  55% 
78  24  102  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 3.839, df= 1, p= .050) 
 
Table 80 Tourism as an advantage of archaeology by frequency of visits to other arch. 
sites/museum in Dispilio 
Tourism   
Yes  No  Total 
42  19  61  Rarely or once every three 
years  54%  83%  60% 
22  3  25  About or more than once a 
year  28%  13%  25% 
14  1  15 
Frequency of 
visits to other 
arch. 
sites/museums 
I have never visited 
another archaeological site  18%  4%  15% 
78  23  101  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.295, df= 2, p= .043) 
 
Table 81 Employment for locals as an advantage of archaeology by gender in Dispilio 
Employment for locals   
Yes  No  Total 
14  42  56  Male 
82%  49%  55% 
3  43  46 
Gender  
Female 
18%  51%  45% 
17  85  102  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.209, df= 1, p= .013) 
 
Table 82 E m pl o ym en t  f o r  l o c a ls  a s  a n  a dv an t ag e  o f  a r c h a e o l og y by e du c a t i o na l  l e v e l  in 
Dispilio 
Employment for locals   
Yes  No  Total 
12  34  46  Compulsory  education  or 
less  71%  40%  45% 
5  51  56 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   29%  60%  55% 
17  85  102  Total 
100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
 ﾠ 419 ﾠ
(chi-square= 5.353, df= 1, p= .021) 
 
Table  83 E m p l o y m e n t  f o r  l o c a l s  a s  a n  a d v a n t a g e  of  archaeology  by  knowledge  of 
environmental network 'Natura 2000' in Dispilio 
Employment for locals   
Yes  No  Total 
10  27  37  Yes 
59%  33%  37% 
7  56  63 




41%  67%  63% 
17  83  100  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.185, df= 1, p= .041) 
 
Table 84 Socio-cultural advantages of archaeology by employment condition in Krenides 
Socio-cultural advantages   
Yes  No  Total 
10  40  50  Employed 
34%  58%  51% 
19  29  48 
Employment 
Unemployed  
66%  42%  49% 
29  69  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.508, df= 1, p= .034) 
 
Table 85 E c on o m i c  a dv an t ag e s  of  a r c ha e o l o g y by k n ow l e dg e  of  en v i r on m en t a l  n e t w o rk 
'Natura 2000' in Dispilio 
Economic advantages   
Yes  No  Total 
35  2  37  Yes 
42%  13%  37% 
49  14  63 




58%  88%  63% 
84  16  100  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.905, df= 1, p= .027) 
 
Table 86 Socio-cultural advantages of archaeology by gender in Dispilio 
Socio-cultural advantages   
Yes  No  Total 
12  44  56  Male 
36%  64%  55% 
21  25  46 
Gender  
Female 
64%  36%  45% 
Total  33  69  102  ﾠ
 ﾠ 420 ﾠ
  100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.771, df= 1, p= .009) 
 
Table 87 Socio-cultural advantages of archaeology by knowledge of World Heritage status 
in Delphi 
Socio-cultural advantages   
Yes  No  Total 
13  38  51  Yes 
87%  56%  61% 
2  30  32 
Knowledge of 
WH status 
I don't know 
13%  44%  39% 
15  68  83  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 4.916, df= 1, p= .027) 
 
Table 88 No disadvantages/’Disadvantages are unimportant’. 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  38  38.8  63  61.8  10  11.9 
No  60  61.2  39  38.2  74  88.1 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table 89 No disadvantages/’Disadvantages are unimportant’ by gender in Krenides 
No disadvantages/ ‘Disadvantages are 
unimportant’. 
 
Yes  No  Total 
14  37  51  Male 
37%  62%  52% 
24  23  47 
Gender  
Female 
63%  38%  48% 
38  60  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 5.745, df= 1, p= .017) 
 
Table  90 N o  d i s a d v a n t a g e s /’Disadvantages  are  unimportant’ b y  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l  i n  
Krenides 
No disadvantages/ ‘Disadvantages are 
unimportant’. 
 
Yes  No  Total 
25  23  48  Compulsory  education 
or less  66%  38%  49% 
13  37  50 
Education 
More  than  compulsory 
education   34%  62%  51% 
38  60  98  Total 
100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
 ﾠ 421 ﾠ
(chi-square= 7.018, df= 1, p= .008) 
 
Table 91 Restrictions in building and in the use of private property as disadvantages of 
archaeology 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent 
Yes  40  40.8  11  10.8  60  71.4 
No  58  59.2  91  89.2  24  28.6 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table  92 A c t i v i t i e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s ,  p e r m i s s i o n s  r e q u e s t s ,  b u r e a u c r a c y  a n d  d e l a y s  a s  
disadvantages of archaeology 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi   
Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent 
Yes  30  30.6  32  31.4  8  9.5 
No  68  69.4  70  68.6  76  90.5 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table 93 Other disadvantages 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi   
Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent  Frequency  Valid Percent 
Yes  5  5.1  17  16.7  16  19.0 
No  93  94.9  85  83.3  68  81.0 
Total  98  100.0  102  100.0  84  100.0 
 
Table 94 Activities restrictions, permissions requests, bureaucracy, behaviour and delays 
as disadvantages of archaeology by educational level in Krenides 
Activities restrictions etc.   
Yes  No  Total 
9  39  48  Compulsory education or less 
30%  57%  49% 
21  29  50 
Education 
More than compulsory 
education   70%  43%  51% 
30  68  98  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.232, df= 1, p= .013) 
 
Table 95 Other disadvantages by age in Dispilio 
Age   
18 to 39 years old  40 to 64 years old  65 years old or more  Total 
8  4  5  17  Yes 
17%  9%  38%  17% 
38  39  8  85 
Other 
No 
83%  91%  62%  83% 
46  43  13  102  Total 
100%  100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
 ﾠ 422 ﾠ
(chi-square= 6.143, df= 2, p= .046) 
 
Table 96 Do you believe that these archaeological sites/museums improve the quality of 
life in your area? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent  Frequency 
Valid 
Percent 
Yes  83  85.6  85  86.7  71  84.5 
No  14  14.4  11  11.2  10  11.9 
Yes and no  0  0  2  2.0  1  1.2 
I don’t know  0  0  0  0  2  2.4 
Total  97  100.0  98  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing   1    4       
Total  98    102       
 
Table 97 Improvement of quality of life by employment condition in Krenides 
Employment   
Employed  Unemployed   Total 
38  45  83  Yes 
78%  94%  86% 
11  3  14 
Do you believe that these 
archaeological sites/museums 
improve the quality of life in 
your area?  No 
22%  6%  14% 
49  48  97  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 5.152, df= 1, p= .023) 
 
Table 98 Do you believe that archaeology has been an impediment to the development of 
your area? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
   Frequency  Val.Perc.  Frequency  Val.Perc.  Frequency  Val.Perc. 
Yes  17  17.9  11  10.9  59  70.2 
No  78  82.1  88  87.1  21  25.0 
Yes and no  0  0  0  0  4  4.8 
I don’t know  0  0  2  2.0  0  0 
Total  95  100.0  101  100.0  84  100.0 
Missing   3    1       
Total  98    102       
 
Table 99 Archaeology as impediment to development by gender in Krenides 
Gender    
Male  Female  Total 
13  4  17  Yes 
27%  9%  18% 
36  42  78 
Do you believe that archaeology has 
been an impediment to the 
development of Krenides? 
No 
73%  91%  82% 
49  46  95  Total 
100%  100%  100%  ﾠ
 ﾠ 423 ﾠ
(chi-square= 5.137, df= 1, p= .023) 
 
Table 100 Archaeology as impediment to development by frequency of visits to other arch. 
sites/ museums in Delphi 
Impediment to development   
Yes  No  Total 
45  9  54  Rarely  or  once  every  three 
years  76%  45%  68% 
14  11  25 
Frequency of visits to 
other 
arch.sites/museums 
About or more than once a 
year  24%  55%  32% 
59  20  79  Total 
100%  100%  100% 
(chi-square= 6.752, df= 1, p= .009) 
 
Table 101 Who do you believe is most concerned with archaeology today? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent 
The state and the responsible 
officials  55  56.1  69  68.3  44  53.7 
Those who work in the tourist 
industry  10  10.2  11  10.9  12  14.6 
The local communities in every 
archaeological site  18  18.4  12  11.9  14  17.1 
Looters  2  2.0  3  3.0  0  0 
Those who make money.  1  1.0  2  2.0  1  1.2 
Tourists  2  2.0  0  0  3  3.7 
Nobody  4  4.1  1  1.0  1  1.2 
I don't know  1  1.0  0  0  0  0 
Lovers of history  1  1.0  0  0  0  0 
Researchers  3  3.1  0  0  0  0 
Worshipers of the Twelve Gods  1  1.0  0  0  0  0 
All Greeks  0  0  2  2.0  5  6.1 
Romantics like Andronikos  0  0  0  0  1  1.2 
The French  0  0  0  0  1  1.2 
Others/Unspecified  0  0  1  1.0  0  0 
Total  98  100.0  101  100.0  82  100.0 
Missing      1    2   














 ﾠ 424 ﾠ
Table 102 For whom do you believe that archaeology is practiced in Greece today? 
Krenides  Dispilio  Delphi 
  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent  Freq. 
Valid 
Percent 
For all of us (e.g. society, discipline 
etc)  23  23.7  19  20.2  30  36.1 
For the archaeologists (e.g. research 
interests, studies etc)  43  44.3  38  40.4  8  9.6 
For both of the above  17  17.5  34  36.2  21  25.3 
For the state  5  5.2  2  2.1  19  22.9 
It depends on the person  5  5.2  0  0  0  0 
I don't know  4  4.1  1  1.1  0  0 
For those who have interests  0  0  0  0  5  6.0 
Total  97  100.0  94  100.0  83  100.0 
Missing System  1    8    1   
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APPENDIX V Maps and Photos 
 
Plate 1 Map of Greece 
 
 
Plate 2 Map of the area of Krenides   ﾠ
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Plate 4 Map of the area of Delphi  ﾠ
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Plate 5 The central street of Krenides 
 ﾠ
 ﾠ
Plate 6 Before an ancient drama performance at the Philippi Festival  
 
 
Plate 7 The Baptistry of Saint Lydia and the Centre for Studies on Saint Paul   ﾠ
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Plate 8 The ancient theatre  
 
 
Plate 9 The Roman Forum  
 ﾠ
 
Plate 10 Part of the Octagon complex  ﾠ
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Plate 12 The extra muros Basilica in the centre of Krenides 
 
  ﾠ
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Plate 14 The archaeological museum in the archaeological site of Philippi 
  ﾠ
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Plate 15 View of the central street of Dispilio  
 
 
Plate 16 View of the central street of Dispilio 
 
 
Plate 17 View of a back road in Dispilio 
  ﾠ
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Plate 18 The archaeological site where the excavation is taking place, at the back 
of the Church of the Ascension 
 
 
Plate 19 The bust of Bishop Nicephoros Papasideris (1936- 58)  
 
 ﾠ
Plate 20 The cave-refuge during the battle of Dispilio (1941)  ﾠ
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Plate 21 View of the exhibition next to the excavation workshop 
 
 
Plate 22 View of the exhibition next to the excavation workshop 
 
 
Plate 23 General view of the Ecomuseum  ﾠ
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Plate 25 Interior view of a hut at the Ecomuseum 
 
  ﾠ
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Plate 27 View of the Fair on Ascension Day 
  ﾠ
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Plate 28 View of the main street of Delphi  
 
 
Plate 29 View of the main street of Delphi  
 
 
Plate 30 Souvenirs shop at the main street of Delphi 
  ﾠ
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Plate 32 View of the European Cultural Centre of Delphi  
 
  ﾠ
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Plate 33 Promotional sign of the Municipality of Delphi 
 
 
Plate 34 View of the Sanctuary of Apollo 
 
 ﾠ
Plate  35 T h e  n a t i o n a l  road,  which  leads  to  the  archaeological  site  and  the 
museum 